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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, Janu,ary 6, 19~3. 

The Chaplain, Rev . .T. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father. we turn toward Thee this morning supplicating 
Thy guidance, and as we look out upon a world in distress 
we beseech of Thee for Thy revelation to all the peoples of 
earth. GivP wisdom in deliberation, give judgment and guid
ance continually, and so enable us in our own land and life 
to realize the highest interests ta Thy glory. Through Jesus 
Christ. Amen. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the 
proceedings of the legislative day of Wednesday, January 3, 
1~23, when, on request of l\fr. CURTIS ~nd by unanimous con
sent. the further reading was dispensed with, and the Journal 
was approved. 

REPORT OF THE CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHOXE CO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commtmi
cation from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac Tele
phone Co., transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual report of 
that company for the year 1922, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid- before the Senate a communi
cation from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a li t of documents and papt~·s on the files of the Interior De
partment not needed in the conduct of business and having 
no permanent value or historic interest, and requesting acti_on 
looking to t'1eir disposition, which was referred to a Jornt 
Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the 
Executive Departments. The Vice President appointed Mr. 
NORBECK and Mr. MYERs members of the committee on the 
part of the Seg.ate, and ordere l that the Secretary notify the 
House of Representatives thereof. 

PETITIONS. 

. Mr. LADD presented the petition of Heinrich Kuball and 14 
otller citizens of Dresden and vicinity in the State· of Xorth 
Dakota, praying for the passage of legislation extending im
mediate aid to the famine-stricken peoples of the German and 
Austrian Republics, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. . 

. Mr. STERLING presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of South Dakota, praying for the p~ssage of legislation 
repealing the discriminatory tax in existing law on -small-arms 
ammunition and firearms, whlch was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McNARY. from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 13481) ma.king appropria
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end
ing .June 30, 1924, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendment.a and submitted a report (No. 992) thereon. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4028) for the relief of John N. Halla
day, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 994) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 3553) for the relief of the family of Liedt. Henry N. 
Fallon (retired), reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 991) thereon. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

· 1\Ir. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 13615) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain appro
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and prior 
fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and for other purposes, and I 
submit a report (No. 993) thereon. 

I give notice that I expect to call up the bill for co11sideration 
on ~Ionday. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal
endar. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, ,and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 
A bill (S. 4281) to appropri!lte $500,000 for the purchase of 

seed grain to be supplie<l to farmers in the crop-failure areas of 
eastern Washington, said amount to be expended under rules 

and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture ; to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. NICHOLSON: 
A bill (S. 4282) for the purchase of the statue "The Pilgrim 

Mother and Child of the Mayftoioer" and presentation of same 
to the Government of Great Britain; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BALL: 
A bill ( S. 4283) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis

trict of Columbia to require operators of motor vehicles in the 
Di trict of Columbia to secure a permit, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\Ir. BURSUl\f: 
A bill (S. 4284) granting an increase of pension to Eliza

beth F. Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\lr. BROOKHART: 
A bill ( S: 4285) defining the legal status of all children under 

18 years of age who violate Federal statutes, the creation of 
a United States parental court, and defining the duties and 
jurisdiction of a chief United States parental guardian; to the 
Committee on the .Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 
A bill (S. 4286) for the relief of .James Francis McDonald and 

Sarah Elizabeth McDonald; to the Committee on Claims. 
By l\.Ir. LENROOT: 
A bill (S. 4287) to provide credit facilities for the agricul

tural and live-stock industries of the United States; to amend 
the Federal farm loan act ; to amend the Federal reserve act ; 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: . 
A joint resolution ( S. J. Res_ 263) to authorize the Secre

tary of Agriculture to accept membership for the United States 
in the Permanent Association of the International Road Con
gresses; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

STATE TAXATIO!'i OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

l\Ir. KELLOGG submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11939) to amend section 5219 
of the Ilevised Statutes of the United States, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency and ordere<l 
to be printed. 

REGULATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES IN THE DISTRICT. 

11r. FLETCHER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill ( S. 4237) to control the opei-ation 
of motor vehicles in the District of Columbia, to provide for 
indemnity bonds or insurance policies, to fix penalties, :md for 
other purposes, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and ordered to be p1·inted. 

AMENDMENTS OF DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SPENCER submitted an amendment proposing to ap
propriate $1,500 to aid the Columbia Polytechnic Institute for 
the Blind in the city of Wa hington, intended to be proposed 
by him to House bill 13660, the District of Columbia appropria
tion bill, whlch was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for aid and support of the National Library for the Blind 
in the city of Washington, intended to be proposed by him to 
House bill 13660, the .District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on A.ppropriatioM and 
ordered to be printed . . 

DEPARTMENTAL USE OF .AUTOMOBILES. 

Mr. 1\IcKELLAR. Mr. Pre ident, I submit a resolution, 
which I ask may be read. and I a k for its immediate consid
eration. It is simply a re ·olution calling for information, tCJ 
which, I am ure, there will be no objection. 

l\lr. CURTIS. Let the resolution be read. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I have asked that it be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 399) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the head of each department and head of each inde

pendent bureau or commission of the Government in the city of Wash
ington including the District Commissioners, be, and they are hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Sena.te as early as may be practicable the 
number of passenger automobiles in use by such department, independ
ent bureau, or commission ; the name of the official or person to whom 
such automobile is assigned ; the cost thereof ; the cost of the upkeep 
and operation thereof; the salary or pay of chauffeur furnished, if 
one is furnished, to the end that the Senate may have accurate infor
mation as to the number of automobiles, the cost thereof, the person 
using same, and all the facts pertaining thereto in each department 
independent bureau, or commission in the city of Washington. If 
allowances for privately owned automobiles are made in a.ny depart
ment, independent bureau, or commission to officers or employees o.t 
such department, independent bureau, ()r commission, then t11e amonnt 
of such allowances for upkeep ot· operation shall be reported with the 
names and positions of those to whom such allowances are made. 
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Also the number, location, and cost of any garage or garages main
tained by such department, independent bureau, or commission ; where 
such garages are located; number of employees used in said garages; 
cost of same ; rentals on same ; and all other information in connection 
therewith ; the number of passenger automobiles kept in said garages 
and the number of trucks; the names of such officers or employees keep
ing such automobiles in said garages. The beads of said several de
partments, independent bureaus, or commissions are likewise directed 
to furnish in reports separate from the foregoing facts, like facts, fig
ures, and information concerning the use, upkeep, and operation ot 
all passenger vehicles in use in their said departments, independent 
bureaus, or commissions outside the city of Washington. 

l\Ir. l\IcKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent for the imme
diate consideration of the resolution. I think there can be no 
objection to the furnishing of the information. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

CALL OF THE ROLL. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following 

Senators answered to their names: 
Ball Fernald 
Brandegee Fletcher 
Bt·ookhart France 
Broussard George 
Bursum Harreld 
Calder Harris 
Cameron Harrison 
Capper IIetlin 
Caraway Hitchcock 
Couzens Johnson 
Culberson Jones, N. Mex. 
Curtis Jones, Wash.-
Dial Kendrick 
Dillingham Ladd 
Elkins La Follette 
Ernst Lodge 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to 
from Ohio [Mi:. WILLIS] is 
illness in his family. 

McCormick Sheppard 
Mccumber Shortridge 
McKE>Jlar Smith 
McKinley Smoot 
McNary Spencer 
Nelson Stanfield 
New Stanley 
NicholsQn Sterling 
Norbeck Sutherland 
Oddie Townsend 
Overman Trammell 
Phipps Underwood 
Pomerene Walsh, Mass. 
Ransdell Warren 
Reed, Mo. Watson 
Reed, Pa. Well er 

announce that the junior Senator 
necessarily absent, due to serious 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. There is a quorum present. 

CONSTRUCTION OF RURAL POST ROADS (S. DOC. NO. 286). 

:11r. TOWNSEND. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a public document the report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
upon the work which has been done on the public roads. 

There being no objection, the report on the construction of 
rural post roads in co~peration with the States, etc., was 
ordered to be printed as a Senate document. 

PUEBLO INDIANS OF NEW :MEXICO. 

l\.lr. CAPPER. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a letter from Judge A. J. Abbott, of Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., in regard to the Bursum bill affecting the Pueblo 
Indians. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: · 

Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
SANTE FE, N. MEx., December 11, 1922. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: You may not remember me personally 

bot you will probably recall who I am when I tell you that I was 
for nine years judge of the Twenty-seventh Judicial District of Kansas 
with headquarters at Garden City. • • • ' 

As a Member of the Senate you are, of course, familiar with the 
action of that body on the measure recently passed known as the 
Bur um bill, but which has been by the Senate withdrawn from 
the House. It ls on behalf of this Bursum bill, as it is called, 
because it was introduced and sponsored by our Senator BunsTJM, 
that I am asking a few minutes of your attention. 

I was from 1902 to 1910, about eight years, special attorney for 
the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico. I am now writing you on behalf 
of these same Indians. 

You have doubtless noticed the sensational and alarming head
lines and articles which have gone down the lines of certain classes 
ot newspapers since this bill passed the Senate. I sincerely hope 
that the unreasonable furor against this measure which seems to 
have taken hold upon a certain class of people, many of whom I am 
persuaded are uninformed, will not be allowed to influence the sane 
and sensible .Members of the Senate and House when the measure 
shall again come up for consideration. · 

A change in the relationship of these Indians to the Government 
brought about by a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, has made some congressional legislation concerning 
their property rights imperatively necessary. To meet this necessity 
the Department of the Interior, throu,gh the Indian Office, has called 
to its aid certain gentlemen well informed as to the history and 
necessities of these people. The bill was prepared by Col. R. E. 
Twitchell, Attorney A. B. Reneban, and Indian Commissioner Charles 
H. Burke and carefully examined. and approved by Secretary of the 
Interior A. B. Fall, submitted to and approved by other able and ex
perienced men of the Indian OfJice, and United States Senator H. o. 
BuRSUJI[, of New Mexico, who introduced it in the Senate. 

Who are these gentlemen? Secretary Fall, as you know, is an old 
resident of New Mexico and an excellent lawyer, whose interest in these 
Indians can not be held in suspicion. Col. R. E. Twitchell, also an 
old-time resident of New Mexico, one of the best lawyers in our State, 
and a man who bas written much on the history of New Mexico, and 
especially the history of these Indisns, and who now holds the office 
of Assistant Attorney General, assigned to the special w<>rk of studying 

the Pueblo Indian problem and the <luty of the Government toward 
these Indians ; a man who, I believe, bas taken more interest in the 
Pueblos than any -Other man in New l\Iexico. Hon. A. B. Reneh'ln, an 
able, careful, and critical law:,·er of Santa Fe, .N. Mex., who stands 
high at the bar of our State, and United States Senator Bunsuai, who 
introduced the bill.· These are the men to whom was intrusted the 
difficult task of framing suitable legislation to meet the immediate and 
future demands of the Pueblo Indian situation. 

It is unthinkable that intelligent and well-informed people with good 
and honest hearts should allow themselves to believe the fallacious and 
deceptive arguments which have been published under flaming and 
alarming headlines in sensational articles, with the evidently corrupt 
intent of producing political dissatisfaction with administration of the 
Indian department and retlecting discredit upon Government officers. 

It is easy for those of us who reside in New Mexico and are ac
quainted with political conditions here to see in it all a deep-seated 
political scheme. 

This "terrific barrage," as it is called, upon the Bursum bill is 
designed as a camouflage to blind the public vision and prevent a. clear 
view of the measure, while a scheme for a special c-0mmission or court 
is being developed and brought to light as a substitute, with a purpo e 
of revolutionizing the entire Indian policy and ct·eating places, I may 
add, for some hungry office seekers who can not hope for a.nything 
unde1· the present administration. 

Such headlines as "The end of the Pueblo Indians," "Cruel and 
treachereus assault," "Legalized robbery," "Repugnant to morals," 
"Special piece of villainy," and many other such bombastic, sensa
tional, deceptive, and misleading illusions and fallacies can not be 
begotten by an honest desire to promote the public g-0od or prevent: a 
supposed wrong. Honest effort is not usually accompanied by such . 
methods, and it is to be hoped that the promoters of these would-be 
deceptions wlll soon learn that the Congress of the United States can 
not be easily tricked or deceived. 

Now, dear Senator, my interest in these Indians has prompted me 
to write you thus at length, for which trespass upon yom· time,' if 
indeed it be trespass, I beg your pardon. 

With the sincere hope that Congress may act wisely in the premises, 
I am, 

Very sincerely yours, 
A. J. ABBOTT. 

RETURN OF AMERICAN TROOPS FROM GERMA ~Y. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. 1\Ir. President, I clesire to call up 
Senate Resolution 395 submitted by me on yesterday with re
ference to the recall of troops from Germany. I ask that the 
resolution may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Assistant Secretary read the resolution as follows~ 
Resolved, That the President is hereby respectfully requested to at 

once cause the return to the United States of all troops now stationed 
in Germany. 

l\fr. CURTIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. As 
I understand, the resolution is merely presented to the Senate 
for discussion and not for consideration. Is that correct? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I submitted the resolution on ye& 
terclay and gave notice that I would call it up this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is on the tabl0 
and it may come up by unanimous consent or on motion. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that th'1 
resolution may now be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
l\lr. JONES of Washington. I wish to know is the request 

of the Senator from Missouri for unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution with a view to its passage to
day or merely with a view to its discussion? . 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly for its passage if the 
Senate is ready to vote on it; but, of course, at the end of the 
morning hour I suppo e the resolution will ha>e to give way to 
the regular order. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I merely wish to understand the 
matter. I myself ham no objection to the consideration o:f 
the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I 
have no objection to the consideration of the resolution, but 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. 'V ADSWORTH], is not present, and 
I think he ought to be consulted in reference to the matter 
before any action shall be taken upon it. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think the chairman of the Com
mittee on l\Iilitary Affairs will get here. As he is not present, 
he had better be sent f13r. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

l\1r. REED of Missouri. I can say what I have to say on 
this matter, I hope, in a very brief speech, though my prophe
cies as to the time I am going to speak are not always accurate. 

Mr. Preside:rrt, there is no useful purpose to be served by any 
long statement regarding this subject. The Senate is entirely 
familiar with the history of the occupation by our troops of a 
part of Germany subsequent to the signing of the treaty of 
Versailles and up to the present time. Speaking in round num
bers, there are approximately 1,000 American troops still located 
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in Germany. If my recollection serves me right-and if I am 
wrong I hope some Senator will correct ma--the President dur
ing his preelection campaign stated that our troops ought 
promptly to be recalled from Germany. At .that time we had 
a considerable force there. I may be in error regarding t)le 
statement which I have just made, but that is my recollection. 
In any event, the administration did begin the return of the 
troops, and it was publicly stated and understood that all of 
the American troops in Germany were to be returned to the 
tlnited States. The task of returning the troops began some 
months ago and had been largely accomplished when, for a 
reason that bas never been made plain, at least to my knowl
edge, the return of the troops was stopped, leaving this small 
force still in Germany. 

The arrangement with Germany, as all know, was that she 
would pay the eX];len.ses of the troops while stationed there. 
I have sent for the latest figures in reference to the subject, 
but have not been able to obtain them. So late, howeYer, as 
April 30, 1921, the troops had cost the United States $240,-
719,338.29. The total cost bad been $275,607,146.84, on which 
Germany had a credit" of $34,887,808.55. I am not informed 
how that came. about. I do not think it came from the actual 
payment of money, but, possibly, through some adjustment of 
properties which might have been held by the United States, 
verhaps dyestuffs, as suggested by tl;le Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. HITCHCOCK]. 

The best ii1formation that I have is that we have not re
ceh·ed any kind of payment for a long time; and, judging by 
the present situation, with which we are all familiar and upon 
which I need not dwell, it is extremely problematical whether 
we will ever get anything in the way of reimbursement, cer
tainly not so long as Fr:ance proposes to stand in her present 
position and take the steps which are now threatened. 

From the first I have believed and have stated repeatedly 
upon this floor and elsewhere that, when the arnlistice had 
been signed and when our allies and a,ssociates had completed 
their treaties of peace and those treaties had been solemnly 
signed and were effective, it was the business of tihe "Guited 
States to remove armed forces from Europe: We had no in
demnities there to collect; we had no responsibilities. Certain 
it is to my humble way of thinking that, after we had solemnly 
signed a treaty of peace and amity and good will with Ger
many, we had no further business for an armed force on 
German soil. 

"'e have no controversies with Germany, except in reg11rd 
to some property located in this country and ome claims 
against the German Government, which we do not propose to 
collect by armed force. Germany bas consented to the crea
tion of a tribunal to adjust those differences, and. further than 
that, has consented that America shall have· two representa
tiYes out of the three. An eminent former Justice of the Su
preme Court of the United States occupies that position, and 
certainly every question of dispute which is decided by him 
and by his other American associate ought to be satisfactory 
to the American people. 

There can be, therefore, no good reason for retaining Amer
ican troops in Germany, wheresoever they happen to be sta
tioned at this moment. so far as their service to American in
terests is concerned; and, if that were not true, if we did have 
a material interest there to guard or material right to en
force, it would be the height of folly to withdraw all of our 
troops except 1,000 men or less, for such a body of men, if 
tbere for the purpose of the enforcement of any of our rights, 
would merely be an irritant because it could not constitute an 
effective force. The troops, therefore, must have been kept in 
~rmany for some other reason, and that other reason must 
be service for some other country instead of service in the 
interest of the United States. 

What I am saying now is not by way of criticism. I can well 
understand how the administration may have been persuaded 
that for some temporary cause it was best to halt the return of 
the troops. Although I think I should differ from the adminis
tration with regard to such a policy, nevertheless I accord to the 
administration perfect good faith and acquit it of any desire to 
do anything which it regarded as wrong; but the Sennte has a 
responsibility, the Congress has a responsibility, and I think it 
is time we discharged that responsibility to the extent of our 
power. 

These troops never could have been in Germany except for a 
declaration of war, which the Congress alone was authorized to 
make. The President would llave had no authority or right to 
send them there or to keep them ·there but for that declaration 
of war. Peace has come, and every consideration demands the 
return of these troops. I inquire, why are they kept there? 
There is, I repent, but one reaso11 that can be assigned. They 

have been kept there not for the benefit of America but for the 
benefit of other countries. 

What is the condition with reference to these other coun
tries? When this war ended the United States said that she 
did not want to take any land from Germany; that she did not 
want to levy any penalties upon Germany, There were certain 
pre-war claims which were open to discussion, but we claimed 
no right of indemnity. We waived it. We therefore have no 
business over there to collect something which we do not de
mand. Our allies, howeYer~and I do not criticize them for it
demanded heavy indemnities. They took from Germany v-ast 
portions of her possessions. They cut deeply into the German 
Empire. Great Britain, as the result of this war, added to ber 
landed estates directly and indirectly a territory greater than 
that of Rome in the days of the Coosars. She demands other 
heavy indemnities. France took vast landed estates and is de
manding an indemnity so high that Germany protests she can 
not pay it, and it would appear now to be the opinion of Great 
Britain that the amount named is so excessive that it must be 
mitigated. 

In addition to that, Japan took vast possessions, and we 
yielded to her our just claim to a share in the control ot 
some 30,000 or 40,000 islands of the Pacific Ocean, a11d gave 
to her by the four-power pact an advantage which may mean 
some day a terrific disaster to America. 

Now come the later developments. I am not he ·e to 
prophesy a great European war, but it is apparent to-day that 
there is grave danger of France invading Germany and seiz.ing 
possession of a large part of that country. Thank Heaven. it 
is no longer an empire, although they still denominate theJll
selyes an empire. If France undertakes that, it is understood. 
as far as we can credit the reports of the press, that sba ' 
will do so in opposition to the will of Great Britain. The press 
brings us word that the Turko-Grecian war is to be :r..esumed 
We all know to our own satisfaction that Great Britian ha.s 
been morally if not financially supporting tbe Greeks, and 
France has been morally if not financially supporting Turkey. 

With this state of affairs, every prudent man must recognize 
the fact that Europe to-day is in a highly inflammable condi
tion, aod that trouhle may break out at any time. 

If trouble should break out, what would be the condition 
of our Amedcan troops-less than 1,000 of tbem, and I under
stand those 1,000 men are under the command of French gen
erals? Whsthe" that be correct or µot~and we can get so 
little information tllat we must guess these matters out 
largely-if trouble should ensue in Germany, it is higllly prob
able that om· troops might su.1.'fer an attack. That attack 
might come from an exasperated and de perate :people in Ger
mal}y wbo, in seeking to resist the French, should draw om: 
troops into the struggle. Such an attack might be by regular 
forces; it might be by an infuriated people; it might arise 
under any one of a thousand conditions ahd circumstances 
which we can conceive. If the attack should unfortunately 
be made, even though there were totally absent any purpose 
or intent to attack our troops, though they should come within 
tbe fire zone mel!eJy because of their location, the moment a 
drop of American blood is shed tile cry will go up that that 
blood must be avenged. 

l\Ir. BRANDEG.EE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDIDNT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Sena.tor from Connecticut? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. BR.ANDEGEID. I ask for information, of course, simply. 

Does the Seu.ator know whether the American troops now sta
tioned in Germany are in that part which the French propose 
to occupy? 

Mr. REED of l\tlissouri. The trouble is, I do not know what 
the French propose to occupy. 

l\Ir. BRAl~DEGEE. I mean the Ruhr Valley section? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. The exact location of these-troops 

I am unable to state. Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts 
can tell us. 

l\.1r. LODGE. The troops a.re at Coblenz, and the Ruhr dis
trict is in Westphalia, north of Lorraine. 

l\lr. REED of Missouri. How far away? 
l\Ir. LODGE. I can not give the Senator the distance in 

miles, but it is a very considerable distance. 
l\Ir. REED of Missouri. Not -very far, because you can not 

go yery far without getting out of "Germany. 
l\lr. LODGE. It lies between Belgian territory, I think, and 

Al; ace-Lorraine; but while I can tell by looking at the map, I 
think it is a very con,'3iderable distance from Coblenz. 

l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. I read in one of the public prints yes
terday that Coblenz is the place that the French probably 
would take possession of and occupy, or one of them. 
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l\Ir. LODGE. In connection with ·the Ruhr? 
Mr. BTIANDEGEE. No; not in connection with the Ruhr. 
l\Ir. LODGE. I ·was not aware that Fmnce planned to take 

possession of Coblenz, but that may be. 
'Mr. BRANDEGEE. I was not aware of it, either. I simply 

say, with due caution, that I saw that in .a Mwspaper. Of 
course, ull sorts of reports are coming from .abroad and being 
printed, and nobody knows what importance t.o attach to 
them. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think we can 11gree that the tToop:s 
are entirely too close to the scene of possible difficulty. When 
an army starts to moTe nobody knows where it is going to halt; 
and nobody knows when the opposing force may surround and 
isolate our troops, ev-en if they are not at the immediate point 
at which the French propo e to stop. 

The New York Times headlines this morning read~ 
Freneh take ste'J)s to enlarge penalties--Rhine iorces are put on a 

war footin~-May affect tatus of our troop tbere--Mayence troops 
prepare--Mining engineers and customs forces mobilized in Paris
Move for coal penalty--,Poincare must bring money out or force sul>
miflsions that satisfy French-Cordiality~o ~onar Law-British pl.'emiel' 
says, in parting, he hopes that Poincare is :nght, 'but doubts it. 

I think almost e·rnrybody else doubts it. 
Mr. President, a heavy responsibility rests upon those to-day 

charged with public office. The way of safety is perfectly 
obvious. That is to bring OUT troops home, where they ought to 
be, to get them out of thic; turbulent zone, and to keep our 
hands out-I will use the expression, though it is not very 
senatorial-of this bell pot they are brewing over there. 

i: have seen the last American boy cross the ocean to fight 
any wars of Europe or Asia, I trust. I hope no man living 
will ever again witness the spectacle of .a draft of American 
young men to be sent across the seas to engage In quarrels 
and wars over there. Of course, if America's sovereignty and 
honor are assailed, we must defend them, though we send om· 
troops to the uttermost parts of the world ; and we will defend 
them. If om- troops should unfortunately be attacked, if one 
of them should be slain, even by an infuriated and irrespon
sible .mob, or by accident. it would be likely to inflame the 
people of this country and to fm-nish an excuse for drawing 
us into another European controversy. 

No good reason can be assigned for keeping those troops in 
Germany one hour. There is every reason for their return, 
and nQt the least of them is the fact that if the Unlted States 
now promptly o.rders the return of those troops it will · be 
notice to France, it will be notice to every country on earth. 
that if they propose to keep up th~ir quarrels they must settle 
their own quarrels. 

What .I am sa.ying does not run counter to the ideas of any 
man who may want, by. peaceful negotiations, to render as
sistance to stricken Europe, for I am not dealing with the 
question of negotiati-0ns or i-riendly offices ; l am dealing with 
the question of soldiers and bayonets and guns. They have no 
business there except as a war menace. 

I might talk long about this matter, but I have said .all I 
desire to say, and I submit the resoluti-0n. 

~fr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. P.resident, I think the Senn.tor from 
Mis ouri has presented a very important question to the $enate. 
It is doubtful in my mjnd whether it should have been pre
" nted much sooner than this, but the psychological moment has 
anived when some one in this country should seriously raise 
the question of longer continuing on the Rhine the American 
troops we have tbere now. I will say to the Senator from 
Missouri that I would prefer a different form for the resolu
tion. Instead of a request to the President, it seems to me it 
woulil be more in aerorda.nce with the o:rdinary proeeedings to 
expre s the senBe of the Senate that the troops should be with
clrawn; but that is a rather minor matter. 

The Senator from Missouri asks why the troops are kept 
there. It seems to me we can also properly go back and ask 
the question, Why were they put ther-e in the first place? They 
were put there, as a pa1·ugraph in the treaty of Versailles v-ery 
well indicates, for a certain purpose. Article 428 of that treaty 

. reads as follows: 
As a guaranty for the execution of the present treaty by Germany, 

the German territory situated to the west of the Rhine, together with 
the bridgeheads, will be occupied by allied and associated troops for a 
period of 15 years from the coming into force of the present treaty-. 

The article next following indicates when and how the troops 
shall be withdrawn. If the treaty is carried out, they shall 
first be withdrawn from the Cologne bridgehead at the expira
tion of 5 years, and later, at the expiration of 10 years, with
drawn from Coblenz. Coblenz is the point where our troops 
are located. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Mr. Pr·esident, of course we are not signa
tories to the treaty of Versailles. Our troops are there solely 
nnder the -provisions of the armistice, are they not? 

1.!r. HITCHCOCK. -1 think they were orin"inally put there 
under the provisions of the armistice, but, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will recall, this -pa'rtkular article of fhe \er
sailles treaty I have -read wres imported into the separate treaty 
:which we made with Germany. It d es not xequ:ire us to k€ep 
the troops there, but it was specifically mentioned as a part of 
the treaty of Versailles under which the United States Tetained 
its right to ad. I think the Bena tor will find rtha..t is correct. 

Mr. LODGR I suppose it might be included in that provision 
of the treaty of peace with Germany, and if we thought it w~ 
of advantage to us 1 suppose we could act under the treaty of 
peace with Germany. But the troops are there solely under the 
armistice; I think that is the -0n1y ground. 

Mr. HITCHCOOK. I judge that wben we maae our treaty 
with Germany the armistice died. An armistice only exists 
until the treaty takes its place. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose the treaty of peace with Germany; 
terminated the armistice. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think so. 
Mr. LODGE. My only point was that when the troops went 

there originally it was under the armistice. . 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think so; and they are continued there 

under the terms of th-e treaty we made with Germany, which 
carried into its provisions article 428 of the Versailles treaty. · 

I am not criticizing the administration "fdr haV"ing kept fbe 
troops there as 1ong as their presence could be justified as tend
ing to improve ~onditions, without any embarrassment or dan
ger to the United States. I think ~re was for a time that 
justification for keeping n nominal number of soldiers there. 
There was anotber justification, too. As long as they are there 
they constitute a sort of listening post, which has enabled the 
United States to get inside information about conditi-ons there, 
and, as has been stated upon the 1loor of the Senate, they were 
kept there not only because France Tequested it but becau~e 
Germany requested it, and probably also because Great Britain 
requested it, on the theory that an - international occupation 
was more calculated to -produce qliiet conditions ~nd to pre
Sfil''re a desirable situation than the occupation by French troops, 
who have always played the part of conquerors in ·their occu
pation. 

~fr. WATSON. Mr. President, is the Senator informed .as to 
bow many English troops yet remain in that distriet, if any'! 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have a general impression that there 
are something like 20,000. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no, Mr .. President. I happen to 
lmow that the number was reduced below 5,000 a long time ago. 

l\Ir. HrrGHCOCK. I do not know the number. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I think they have very ·few more than 

\\-'"€ have. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. "Be that as it may, Mr. President, it . 

-seems to me that the time has come when American sentiment 
will naturally crystallize in fa•or of removing our troops. 
Great Britain and France have apparently come to the parting 
of the ways, a.nd instead o.f seeing an international treatment 
of Germany under the terms of this treaty we are in danger of 
b.ehokling an .aggressive military treatment of Gei·many by 
one of the parties to the war, namely, France. Under those 
circumstances it does not seem to me either desirable or safe 
.for the United States to become involved as a party to the pro
eeedings, by leaving its troops there .any longer, and I cordially 
support the movement inaugurated by the Senator from Mis· 
souri looking to some action by the Senate to indicate to the 
President that sentiment here favors their remo:val. 

To my mind, it is most deplorable that France should take 
the position which she is now -apparently disposed to take, and 
while I suppose the United States could hardly put itself in 
the attitude of rebuking France for this shortsighted and de
strudive policy, certainly there is no just ;reason why the 
United States should longer be a purty to the proceedings over 
there by allowing her troops to remain. 

As the Senator from Missouri has said, we may be invol'rnd 
in actual danger. We hope that the action of France is not go
ing to result in disorder. We bope it will not lead to·war. We 
hope that some way will be found of escaping from the crisis 
which seems to be impending; but the disorders may come, the 
violence may come, .and war may come, a.nd there is no possible 
reason why we should permit ourselves to be embroiled in it 
or involved in it by longer keeping our troops there. 

It may be that we are o'°erpessimistic. It may be that 
France will halt in her dangerous course; but, ,in that e\ent, 
it seems to me that this is the time which above all other times 
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can be properly availed of to withdraw the troops from Ger
many. We have the right to keep them there, I believe, under 
this treaty. I voted for the ratification of the treaty, and that 
treaty involves the right to keep the American troops upon the 
Rhine under article 428, which is made a part of our treaty, 
but we have no interest in keeping them there and there is no 
reason, to my mind, why we should continue to keep them there 
at the request of France or of any other country. If the Sena
tor prefers to keep his resolution in its present form, involving 
a request on the President to withdraw the troops, I shall vote 
tor it. I would prefer to see it in the form of merely express
ing the sentiment of the Senate of the United States that they 
should be withdrawn. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY-DISMISSALS FROl\I OFFICE. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I am very much impressed 
by the new year's advice given to the American people by the 
Attorney General, Mr. Daugherty. I am impressed, because he 
asked everyone to do what he himself never did. He said : 

I am impressed with the thought that no nobler resolution may be 
taken by any inhabitant of this Republic than that he will live the life 
of a 100 per cent American; 

That he will dedicate himself to a strict observance of the laws of 
his country; and 

That he will obey them in the letter and spirit-all of them, even 
though there be some that in his individual opinion hurt. 

I had never known before that the Attorney General posed as 
a humorist. Of course, I presume that he justifies this senti
ment by saying he wants the people to do as be tells them and 
not as he himself does. We all know how the Attorney Gen
eral practiced a deception on the former President of th~se 
United States, Mr. Taft, and had him pardon a man by the 
name of Morse. We all know how he secured the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], who left the floor just as 
I rose, to say here upon the floor, upon his honor as a Senator, 
that Daugherty never had anything to do with the obtaining 
of Morse's pardon, never received a penny for his service in 
connection therewith, and then, when it was shown that he-
Daugherty-was Morse's attorney and that be had been paid 
for his services in connection with his pardon therewith, he 
bad the very poor sportsmanship to turn upon his friend and 
say that the Senator. from Indiana had utterly and willfully 
misrepresented him. 

Well, I know that is not true, because another Senator on the 
Republican side told me that the Attorney General had told him 
that he had nothing to do with the Morse case and never re
ceived a penny in connection therewith. If I did not know, as 
I do know, without any corroborative evidence, that the Senator 
from Indiana told the truth when he said here upon the floor 
that the Attorney General assured him over and over again that 
be never had anything to do with the Morse case and never had 
nnY connection with it nor received any fee for his services 
therein, and that he knew that that was true, because he, the 
Senator-I am referring to the Senator from Indiana [l\lr. WAT
soN]~-had gone to the .Attorney General and asked him ~ecl
ficallv if be had. I would believe the Senator anyway. 

In· this connection I read: 
Daugherty's accuser ill, ordered to South. KELLER'S condition be

come<; known as committee prepares to clear Attorney General. 

I take that statement from the court journal, which knows 
wlint the administration knows before the administration finds 
it out, and knows what the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
llou::;e is going to do before the members of that committee them
selrn have been told. I realize that I am not permitted to say 
anything about the Committee on the Judiciary in the House. 
It would be highly improper for me to do so. But if I were 
permitted to say it, I would say that we knew in advance what 
the Republican members of that committee would do under the 
circumstances under which this case came to that committee. I 
do not suggest it because I am not permitted to do so. But if 
permitted I should like to suggest that the committee change 
the word "clear" to "whitewash." I do so because the com
mitt"e has no power " to clear " the Attorney General of the 
charges that were made again t him. and its findings do not do 
that. It is not accomplished, although it gave out through the 
" court journal '' in ad>ance that its intention was "to clenr" 
the .\ttorney General. It can not do that. It can " whitewash " 
the .-\.ttorney General and will do that, but "clearing him" is 
whnt no one can do, because in the minds of the American people 
a verdict has been -written that the Attorney General is guilty 
of the offeni;;ei;:; of which he stands accused, and therefore no 
committee of either House can "clear " him of those charge . 

In passing I do not blame ~rr. KEU:.ER from withdrawing as 
the accuser before the committee. We all have read how the 
hearings were conducted. I am sure if evidence wa!'; anxiously 
sought that sources have been suggested from which that evi-

deuce could be bad; but the committee-let me read it, because 
I want to be fair: 
DAUGHERTY'S ACCUSER ILL, ORDERED 'I'O SOUTH-KELLER'S COXDITION BE

COMES KNOWN AS COMMITTEE PREP.ARES TO CLE.AR ATTORNEY GENER.1.L. 

Illness of Representative KELLFlR, sponsor of impeachment proceed
ings against Attorney General Daugherty, will necessitate his leaving 
the Capital for a month..,1 it became known Yesterday just as Republican 
members ot the House Judiciary Committee were beginning preparation 
of a report to the House designed to show Mr. KELLER had failed to 
submit evidence to warrant impeachment of Mr. Daugherty 3.Dd had so 
maneuvered Eresentation of his testimony as to make possible the 
dramatic wit drawal from his case which virtually ended the hearings 
three weeks ago. 

Anyone could have foretold before the new year that the 
Republican members of the committee would so find ; could 
have told that the day after the charges were filed; could bave 
told 1\fr. KELLER that even before he made his charges. 

TWs is recited here, together with tbe advice of the Attorney 
General to the Ame1ican people on New Year, because the 
Attorney General was present when an order was issued by 
the President discharging many civil-service workers to make 
places for Republican henchmen, and yet we have had no 
report concerning it. On the 31st day of :March, 19:?2, 28 em
ployees of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing were sum
marily dismissed, most of them not only from their places of 
employment but from the civil-service rolls. A number of them 
were eligible to retirement compensation. It was said at the 
time these men and women were discharged that it would be 
shown shortly that they had been guilty of very grave offenses 
and that the very safety of the Treasury depended upon their 
immediate dismissal. I myself introduced a resolution asking 
that the information be given. It went to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, over which the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. STERLING] presides, and it went, as every
body knew, to its grave. 

However, from time to time there was a revival of talk that 
very grave offenses had been committed by these men and that 
it would be shown, and that a report would be made public and 
all of us who had championed their cause would be humiliated. 
A Republican Senator assured me that I myself was going to 
be very much embarrassed when I should be convinced tb~t I 
have been espousing the cause of men who had been guilty of 
very grave offenses; tremendously grave offenses. He said he 
knew it because he bad talked to the department officials and 
they had assured him it was true. Such stories crept into the 
newspapers. These men and women who had worked for 25 to 
30 years for the Government, who had honorable names in this 
community where they lived, were compelled to live under the 
disgrace and this suspicion for nearly a year, and still no report 
has been forthcoming. I have very reliable information, l\Ir. 
President, that not only did the Department of Justice put its 
sleuths to hunt out crimes upon the part of the administration 
of the bureau under the r~gime of l\Ir. Wilmeth, but the Treas
ury also had every one of these people's records checked, and 
that both investigations showed that not one of them was guilty 
of any wrongdoing or that there was anything in the conduct 
of the bureau that would subject them to criticism at all. 

l\Iany of those discharged employees were, as I said: entitled 
to compensation under a retirement law. They can not get it 
until the President shall take action. This report from the 
bureau has been on his desk for weeks, and he will not act. 
He will not act because when he does act he must admit that 
he di charged these people unjustly, and for political reasons, 
and therefore be will not act at all. 

Let me call attention to a further fact. D1~. E. L. Beach, 68 
years old, a native of the State of Tennessee, had worked for 30 
years for the Government. He was one of the men dismissed 
from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. He was eligible 
to retirement. There never has been a charge made against 
Doctor Beach except the blanket charge that the Pre ident ot 
these United States made again.-t the 28 men and women whom 
he saw fit to discharge. Doctor Beach, as I said, was 68 years 
old. He was discharged and disgraoed under this order of the 
President on the 31st day of l\larch, 1922. He lived at 631-l 
DelaTI"are A>enue, Chevy Chase, :Md. Last Tue!';day he died, 
and his son said this : 

Father felt that he bud been disgraced by bein .~ turned out without 
warning and without explanation. He had been 30 years in the bureau. 
and although he received but 1,800 a year as storekeeper he handled 
about $1,::i00.000 a year in Government property. He often i;aid the 
treatment was cruel and inhuman :ind broke his heart. 

His son added that , without question, his father died of a 
broken heart because of this unjust and cruel dismissal. 

Now, :\Ir. Presrnent. I bad hoped that the President woul1l · 
mnke puulic the report ancl let these men and women at least 
have an hOJ!orahle name restored to them, eYen if he did not 
see fit to giye them back thei1· places of employment. I know 
that their di missal was the first of what they call Hardingizing 
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the administration; that is, to turn out everybudy who is not 
an active RepuWican and put in his place an active Republican. 
Other dismissals were to follow had not the public condemna
tion been so pronounced. 

The man who succeeded Mr. Wilmeth, "Mr. President-''Mr. 
Hill-was being sued by his wife for divorce, in which suit 
charges which it would be entirely 'improper to Uiscu:ss upon 
the Senate floor were made. .. 

l\Ir. l\.IeOauley displaced Mr. Ashbnrton as custodian of dies, 
rolls, and plates. His wife, -on similar charges, obtained an 
interlocutory decree against him ; and on yesterday the press 
. contained this statement: 

Justice Siddons has granted permanent maintenance of '$HYO a 
month to l\Irs. Caroline D. -McCauley, ·who sued :her husband, Joseph 
D. McCauley, aup<'rintendent of plate vaults in the Bureau of Engi:aving 
and Printing. The decree requires the husband to .Pay the wife's 
lrrwyer $15Q and the costs of the Sllit. 

Mr. 'M:cOauley, it 'Will be ·remembered, -took the place of Mi: 
Ashburton, who, on the day he was dismissed, was commended 
Ior his faithful services. The letter commending him came 
but a few hours before be was discharged. 1Ur. 1\fcOauley, the 
mun who was put in bis ·place, will 'be remembered ·as the man 
who wrote the letter to the 15-year-ola girl that faund its way 
into 1:1le REcoRD here. 

I desire to say, "l\Ir. Presitlent, unless fhe President shall 
:soon make 1n:tblic tbe 1•eport and 'let these former employees 
be restored at least to good ·standing in the corrmmnity, thi;tt 
I shall ask the Senate next week to pass a resolution -request
ing that ihe repart be maile pnblic. The President has -no 

'Tight, simply because he is 'President of these United States, 
to strike down the good name and Teputation of men and 
c.women bectrUse he wanted their 'Plaees for his friends and his 
·henebmen. It would ire just for him, at least, since be has 
tbeir places 'for bis 'fr'ientls, to give lback to these -men and 
-women their -good -reputation, so that they may go elsewhere 
ana find 'bonara'ble· employment. 'He should not wait '11.Iltil they 
go dawn to their graves of •broken 'hearts, 'RS Doctor 'Beacb bas 
just <;lone-go down disgraced and humiliated by the President 
because ifhe !J:>resitlent wanted -theiT places for 'his friends and 
-supporter-a. 

1\fr. President, I was particularly -moved to say this because 
the Attorney Gene1•a1 was 'PFesent wnen the Presiilent's order 
was issuei:l ; :he is ipreanmed to .know the law, antl -that law 
forbids the discharge CYf a civil-service enmloyee until he hall 
'been given notice ·in writing of th'e charge against him ·and fill 
opportunity to be heard in his own (Jefense 'by ·affidavit. The 
.Attorney General, it ls fair t@ presume, allvised the lPresrn-ent 
to ·strike down the law -and disgrace these 28 men an<l wom€n 
in order that their "Places might be ·given to -supporters of the 
administration. Then the Attorney General, after having been 
a 'Party to that unlawful act, proclaims ·that everroody ought to 
obey tbe law! 

RETURN OF AMERICAN TROOPS 'FROM ' GERMANY. 

The Senate Tesumed the consideration of the i·esolution ( S. 
Res. 395) submitted by l\fr. 'REED of Missour.i, January 5, 1923, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby respectfully .requested to at 
once cause the 1·eturn to the United :States of all -troops now stationed 
in Germany. 

Mr. W ADSWOR~H. Mr . .President, ii ·am aware that there 
are many Members of the Senate upon both sides of the -aisle 
who are thoroughly in -favor o:f the r-esolution which has been 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri IM.r. ·REED] and that 
in opposing it, ·as I shall in th-e very 'brief remarks I am about 
to make, I shall find myself ·in conflict, as it wer-e, ·with many 
of my colleagues. 

I can not share the . fears e~ssed by the Senator from 
Uissouri and other Senators. I do not believe that the da.qgers 
paintetl by them really confront our little force at Coblenz 
or confront the United States, which they represent. I think 
in their fears they fail to take into consideration 1:he influence 
of an .American soldier, no matter where he is stationed. I call 
to mind that we have baa troops in foreign countries for long, 
·Jong periods, thousands of miles away from home, at times 
when those very countries have ·been seething ·with violence, 

·revolution, and war; and that in no instance has any 'faction 
among the contenders or any influence whatever, foreign or 
otherwise, come into violent contact with American soldiers. 

I have in mind the ·fact ·that ·for wany years .we have had 
stationed in Pekin and .,..rientsin in Ohina a few buncked men. 
Ohina, Mr. President, as everyboay realizes, has been seething 
with war an<l -violence. Our 1little •foyce has been at :Pekin 
near the 'legations, and there bas been llllother little force ·at 
~ientsin, the two being held there in -accordanee with -a treaty 
into which we entered 'following the 1Boxer Rebellion. ·Their 
influence upon every occasion has been in the direction of 

peace. 'No faction has thought for one moment of involvin"' 
'them in the lliffictilties that have cursed that part of the world. 
l: think 1:hat is due ·to the •respeet w11ich people of all nations
Rlld I mean by that the ·common people of all nations-have 
for the .American soldier and the 1lag that he carries. They 
know that ·e-verything he does ·is done in the spirit of 'fah'ness · 
that when it is the duty of tile American soldier to his o~ 
country to be neutral, he is, in fact, neutral; that when it 
becomes incumbent upon him to pass upon ·some dispute, be 
does ·so ·in a spirit of fah• dealing ·to everyone concerned. 

That, Mr. President, -has been the history of our little force 
at Coblenz. There are ·but 1.,000 men, approximately, there . 
Something like two years ago our force there wa£ reduced to 
below 5,000 troops. It has no military strength and, in my 
judgment, n.o niilitary -significance; ·bnt it is a fact that that 
little area about Ooblenz which is oc:cupied by om men has been 
the happiest and most contented area in all the troubled re
gions of Europe, merel:Y because ·everyone involved respects the 
.American soldier and what .he stands for. 

It may be that troubles will ·a.rise thel!e and ,grow more acute 
as a .resuJt of recent develQpments in Germany or -Jn that 
neighboThood; but I ventur.-e to say that, no matter ·what 
troubles may arise, no matter what their nature may be, the 
little u.rea rrround .Coblenz, .if our men remain there, will be 
the safost u>lace .in Europe. So far as our men are concerned, 
J: belie-ve they will be a.s safe there as they would be in the 
District of .Oolumbia. What I .have said, Mr. President, will 
indicate that I do not share the .fears expressed by some Sen
ators upon the fieor. 

It may be .difficult to "describe in precise terms the function 
which .this little .force performs, .and I feel myself unable to 
de.scribe them in J}recise terms ; but, from everything I have · 
heara from Americans who have traveled in .Europe during the 
last .two years, both civilians and .returning officers, I .gather 
the very clear jmpression that our treops, from time to time, 
in w&ys which .may be ilescrihed as unofficial but nevertheless 
effective, have performed a .great service not only so .far as tlle 
situation on the spot is concerned but also to .their own country. 

General Allen and his assistants have been appealed to, I 
dare ..say,, many, many times to smooth out little 'frictions which 
have necessarily aris.en Jn the extraordinary situation il)revail
i.ng. His ju.dgment and that of those who assist him has been 
l'elied upon; he .and .his associates have .excited the confidence 
of the Ger.mans, the :F.r_encb, the British, and the Belgians. 
Upon not one occasion, .as J am inf or.med, have our soldiers 
there failed to contribute something towai:d peace and a better 
understan!li.Q.g among the conflicting elements which .surround 
them. 1 am informed that th.ere have ·been innumerabl.e in
stances of just that .kind wbexe the judgment of the Americans, 
devoted to Justke .and fai.J.' ,dealing,.has been accepted. . 

Ir. President, none of us can know .what the future may 
bring. .lt so ..happens, .howm'er, that the region •in Germany 
which some believe the French intend to seize lies something 
like 100 mile from the Coblenz area. .I think that the matter 
of distance is comparatively unimportant; I think if that 

.. region were in juxtaposition to the territory occupied by the 
American troops the territory so occupied would still be abso
lutely -safe. I can not conceive of any one of the parties to the 
.disputes bringing about a situation which would involve the 
United States of America with one side o.r the other. 

I think we should be conscious .of our own power, and con
scious of the respect which all the parties, I am sure, feel to
-ward us in this ~ituation; and, cunscious of those elements. I 
think we have nothing whatsoever to fear of .America being 
dragged in or drawn into some outbreak of violence which may 
invoh·e some portion, o.r indeed all, of the contingent of 1,000 
men. 

'We may not judge accurately, Mr. President, the psychologi
cal effect in Europe of things which we may do or say in the 
-Senate; and I would not attempt, indeed 1 would not dare, to 
prophesy in explicit terms the possible result of the adoption 
of the pending resolution. For one, I ·have not yet given up 
the hope that the difficulties exi:sting between the Allies upon 
the one Biele and Germany upon the other, an<.l especially the 
difficulties now existing or apparently existing in France on 
the one -side -and Germany on tlie other, may be composed; nnLl 
'1 think no one will deny that their composition would be to 
the great advantage of the United {States, to say nothing of the 
advantage accruing to Europe itself. 

Mr. President, I entertain the belief that in the mid t of all 
this turmon, •rill this 'hysteria, all the preju<lice aml misumler
standings wbich ,every sensible man knows plague Europe to
day, the presence of 1:his -flag of ours and of that little group 
of •men iat Coblenz in more w~ys ·than one holds forth a hope 
•toward the -composition ·of those difficulties. We can not know 
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how we mar perform a service. It may not be to-morrow, it 
inay not be next month, it may not be for months yet to come; 
but I honestly believe, Mr. President, that the presence of our 
people in Cou1enz-safe, I am sure, from the dangers depicted 
by other Senators, and their country safe, too-I honestly be
lieve that the presence of those men at Coblenz under General 
Allen constitutes and holds forth the best hope of America 
being finally and properly and in accordance with her traditions 
helpful in composing this distressing situation. I do not fear 
their continued presence there. I believe that at some · time, 
in some way, they may be useful ; and believing as I do that 
that is the possibility, I can not join at this time in urging 
their recall. · 

llr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I expect to vote 
against the resolution; but I do not wish to do so without stating 
in the RECORD the reasons that impel me to cast my vote in 
that way. 

I believe that our troops in Germany ought to be returned, 
and I hope it will be possible for our Government to order their 
return in the near future ; but I do not belieYe that there is 
the slightest danger of our troops being drawn into any con
troversy at this time as innocent bystanders might be drawn 
into some controversy in which they were not concerned. 

The only suggestion of aggressive action that I have seen in 
the newspapers is the suggestion that the Ruhr district, around 
Essen and Duisburg, should be occupied by the French. That 
lies down the Rhine more than 80 miles from Coblenz, where 
OUl' troops are stationed. Coblenz is not on the line of commu
nicat ions that would be adopted if any such move were made, 
and it is not in tmy strategic position which would become im
portant; and to my mind there is no danger whatever of our 
imiall force being drawn as innocent bystanders into any such 
military operations. 

I llope very much that no such military operations are going 
to occur. The peace of Europe will be gravely disturbed by 
any uch invasion as that; but the disagreem~nt that is reported 
i~ not final, and all of us must share the hope that an arrange
ment or composition can be entered into between the Allies 
antl Germany which will be acceptable to all of them. The 
Germans in March of 1921 themselves suggested the payment 
of a larger sum in reparations than i.s contemplated by the 
British suggestion of recent days; and it seems to me, bearing 
that in mind. that we must regard the various proffers that 
have been made by the different nations concerned in these 
negotiations as mere beginnings of negotiations, in which cer
tainly in friendship to all of the countries involved we do not 
wish to interfere by action apparently hostile to any one of 
them. Yet, if we withdrew our troops to-day, within 48 hours 
after the breaking off of the Paris conference, it could be con
stmed as nothing but an unfriendly act toward France, or at 
least an unsympathetic action toward France. 

Surely, l\Ir. President, the war is not so long past that we 
have forgotten how to be sympathetic for France. The war is 
not o far gone, our comradeship for France is not so faint in 
the dim past, that we can afford to ignore the distress under 
which that nation is working to-day. With the fear of a hostile 
neigbuor across a narrow river, on the one hand, and the equal 
feat· of bankruptcy just as close to her on the other hand, surely 
we can not so show an utter lack of comprehension of her dilll
culties as to administer this atrront to her at this moment. 

I want to see those troops brought back to the United States. 
I want to see the American Expeditionary Force a thing of the 
past. something of which we . can be unqualifiedly proud ; but 
this is not the minute to bring back those troops. A month from 
now, perhaps, yes; or two months from now; but right now, 
on the heels of the disruption of the Paris conference, it would 
be nothing but an affront, and that is why I intend to vote 
against the resolution. 

)fr. POMERENE. ~Ir. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield. 
1\Ir. POMERENE. During the last few days I have seen 

statements repeated which were made some time ago to the 
effect that the German people and the German Government both 
desired that the American troops should remain there tem
porarily. What information has the Senator on that subject? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have seen the same state
ments, and I am inclined to believe them, because it happened 
that I was one of the first American officers to go into Germany 
aft~r the armistice. We were met by German officials at these 
various towns, includin~ Coblenz, who begged us to send the 
American troovs on as fast as it could be done. They wanted 
the Americami there; and. all the time that I had any connec
tion vv'ith it U1ey reiterated the same wish that our troops 

would stay, because they regarded their presence there a · the 
greatest security for order for the German })Opulatiou itself; 
and I do not conceive that leaving our troops in Germany at 
the present time will be treated by the German people theru
selves as anything but a blessing. 

l\Ir. LODGE. -l\1r. President, I have favored for a long time 
the withdrawal of our troops. The subject was discussed here 
many months ago, and I do not recall now whether the Senate 
passed a resolution favoring the withdrawal of the troops or 
not, but I have always favored it. The other day when we 
were_ discussing the resolution offered by the Senator fro.in 
Idaho [l\1r. BoRAH] and the question was asked me as to the 
troops that remained, whether I favored their withdrawal or 
not, I said yes, I did. I never have changed my view on that 
point at all, and I think they all should have been taken away 
when the great bulk of the troops were removed, as they were 
more than a year ago. My only hesitation about this resolution 
is the moment at which it is offered. 

Our troops were put there under the armistice and continued 
under the armistice until we ourselves made the treaty of peace 
with Germany. That, I conceive, ended any obligations that we 
might have under the armistice; but in that treaty with Ger
many we retained the right to avail ourselves of any provisions 
of the treaty of Versailles which we thought were for our ad
vantage if we chose to do so, and under that privilege, agreed to 
in that treaty, I suppose the troops have been kept. 

Just at this moment a situation has arisen in which I should 
J:>e very sorry to see the United States take sides-I do not mean 
as between France and Germany, but as between France and 
Great Britain, who have come to a break on the question of the 
settlement of reparations. We seek no reparations, and nevel.' 
have sought any. We always have adhered to the statement 
made in that respect by President Wilson, and I think very 
rightly; and I, for one, have no desire to see the United States 
drawn into taking part in any attempt to settle the question 
of reparations, which concerns altogether those who are seeking 
them. We have, it is true, an indirect interest, which is en
tirely protected by our unofficial observers who have been there, 
but I feel that it would be yery unfortunate if anything we do 
to-day should be construed as taking sides. I do not think that 
is the intent of the mover of the resolution, and I wish to say 
this to make it plain, so far as I can, that in my judgment there 
is no intention on the part of the Senate to take sides one way 
or the other. It is not our business to decide between the 
differing views of the allied and associated powers who are 
attempting to settle the question of reparations with Germany. 
They are all our friends and will therefore, I believe, remain so. 

That is my onJy objection to the resolution, but the question 
of immediate action is a very serious one. I think the troops 
ought to be withdrawn-I wish they bad been withdrawn long 
ago-and that we should put an end to that phase of our con
nection with the late war. 

I had hoped that the Senator from Missouri would be willing 
to accept the modification proposed by the Senator from Ne
braska. I think the form of expressing the sense of the Senate 
is much better. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the suggestion of the 
Senator from Nebraska and other S~nators relates purely to the 
form of the resolution. I have no objection to yielding to their 
judgment in the matter; and I have prepared a substitute for 
the resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TOWNSEND in the chair). 
The Secretary will read the proposed substitute. 

The Assistant Secretary read as follows : 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United Sta tea 

that the President should order the immediate return to the United 
States ot all troops of the United States now stationed in Germany. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I see no difference in the two forms, 
but I am always willing to yield to the judgment of others tn 
matters of form. 

Mr. President, if no other Senator desires to speak, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. l\Ir. President, before this vote ls 
taken I desire to say a few words. I am impelled to do so 
inasmuch as I shall cast my vote in favor of the 1·esolution, 
because, unlike the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], who has 
from the beginning opposed the policy of keeping troops upon 
the Rhine, I have taken quite a· different view in the past with 
respect to that matter. A year ago last summer, in company 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKINLEY], I was 
in the area occupied by our troops. After our return he made 
a very clear, concise, and impartial statement of the conclu
sions at which all of us arrived, from first-hand informatiou, 
concerning the conditions Uiere. I fully indorsed everytbin~ 
the Senator from Illinois said about the matter on the floor of 
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the Senate. I think the presence of our troops there has been 
a highly pacificatory influence. The feeling was so intense be
tween those upon both sides, very naturally, that a clash could 
easily have occurred during the occupancy of this very con
shlerable portion of the German Empire by the troops of U1e 
Allies after the war was terminated. 

Tl.le occupation of conquered territory by troops of the suc
ces fu1 party in war is always a thing gjving rise to further 
strife. It might easily have been precipitated, except for the 
pacificatory influence of the American troops, and particularly 
of tlle American commander. Although we had no representa
tion upon the commission charged with the conduct of govern
ment in the occupied territory, we always had with the corn
mis ion something in the natlire of an unofficial observer, who 
was acting under the immediate direction of General Allen, and 
who was really the deciding influence upon that commission. 
Controversies would arise and complaints would be made 
against the French troops by German citizens of offenses 
against them, and breaches of the rules of war, and other things 
of that character. The Germans did not feel they coul<l get 
any real consideration from the French i·epresentative upon the 
commission, ancl the feeling, so far as the British representative 
wa. · concerned, was not very much different. On the other 
hand, the French recognized that whatever they did would be 
entirely unsatisfactory and their motives would be mi construed 
by the Germans. The result, accordingly, was that practically 
eYery controversy which arose was determined by the Ameri
can commander or by his representative, and, so far as we were 
able to discover, generally with entire satisfaction to both 
parties. I felt that to retain the American troops in that area 
for some time after the cessation of hostilities was a highly 
commendable course to pursue. I regretted that our force 
there was so rapidly reduced after I visited the area in the 
summer of 1921. 

But a different situation presents itself now, ancl whatever 
may have been my feelings about the matter in the past or my 
conclusions from the observations which I made, I do not like 
to see our troops remain tllere any longer. EYerybody recog
nizes that the situation is exceedingly tense. Appa1·ently noth
ing will deter the French from occupying the Ruhr Valley. 
Tllat. means, of course, military occupation, wb,ich means a re
sumption of the war with Germany. I do not belieYe that in 
that situation of affairs we can be any longer of any yery great 
help in that locality. 

Apparently every effort at pacification seems to ham mis
carried. If, unfortunately, hostilities should arise, our sol
diers there would be in a very awkward predicament and might 
involve us in some way or other in the controvery that is 
rapidly coming to a crisis. 

I shall accordingly support the resolution to ex1wess the 
desire of the Senate that the troops now be recalled, but I felt 
compelled to say that I do not by my vote indicate any sym
patliy with the views so often expressed on this floor by the 
author of the resolution, that they never should have been kept 
there. ...._ 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have no desire to inflict a 
speech on the Senate on this question. I sim11ly rjse to state 
that I am utterly opposed to the pending resolution. Our little 
force over jn Germany is a picked force of men, a sample of 
the best American soldier. They have been a stabilizing force 
there. The Germans are glad to have theui in the midst of all 
the other foreign troops stationed there-English, Belgian, 
French, and Italian. They are anxious to have the American 
soldiers, because they are model soldiers and help to stabilize 
the conditions there. 

I do not think our soldiers will be contaminated if they stay 
there. I do not see why that little body of American troops 
could not stay over there as a sample to the Old World of what 
the American soldier is. The Germans like him ; they prefe1· 
him to any other soldier there; and why should we enter upon 
this picayunish policy about a thousand or fifteen hundred men, 
and bring them back to thls country? 

I have been surprised at the attitude assumed by certain 
statesmen lately. Two years ago it was considered a dangerous 
matter to have anything, to do with Europe. The phrase "en
tangling alliances" was heard ou all sides, and it was thought 
to be a most dangerous thing to have anything to do with the 
affairs of Europe in any shape or manner. Lately we have 
found men on this floor most strenuous in the advocacy of our 
going into Europe. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. BORAH] and 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] want us to par
ticipate in reconstructing Europe. 

I may be a heretic, l\fr. President, but I have always believed 
that it was the greatest of mistakes, economically and in every 
9ther way, for America not to enter the League of Nat~ons, 

with one or two amendments of the 'covenant If we ha<l .. be
come a part of the League o:f Nations we would have stabilized 
conditions over there. Political conditions must i)e stabilized 
before economic conditions can be stabilized, and I am satis
fied in my own mind, though I may be called a herelic, that if 
we had entered into the League of Nations and a'Ccepted the 
treaty of Versailles, instead of trying to sneak under it by 
piecemeal, as some of us have been doing lately, conditions 
would have been far better in Europe than they are to-day. 

There were some features of the League of Nations of which 
I did not approve; but we could have eliminated them. In its 
main features, however, it would have acted upon · the condi
tions of Europe just as our little Army to-day on the Rhine 
acts upon the foreign soldiers. It would have stabilized con
ditions there, and the economic difficulty under which Europe 
is suffering to-day would have been far less than it is now. 

All the people of Europe look to America. As a result of the 
war a large share of the money of the world came to this 
country. We were the wealthy country; we were the strong, 
the rich country, and we attained such a position in tl1e war 
that, had we been a member of the League of Nations, if Uncle 
Sam had shaken his head to the powers of Europe our advice 
would have been taken, and we would have controlled the whole 
situa tiou. 

This may be a sort of a funeral oration on the days of the 
pa t, and yet I felt then, and I feel now, that we made the 
greatest mistake in the world when we did not adopt the treaty 
of Versailles, with some amendments, particularly as to article 
10. If we had done that conditions in the world to-day would 
have been much better than they are now. I do not like this 
peanut politics about what a great danger it is to leaYe a thou
sand American soldiers over there in Europe, what a horrible 
thing it is to leave a thousand model American soldiers over 
the1·e to stabilize conditions. 

We had better go to work and pass legislation that is of vital 
interest to this country, rural-credit legislation, and the mer
chant marine bill. In Minnesota we hope some day to get 
ocean shipping up to Duluth, the head of Lake Superior, and to 
the great ports on Lake l\Iichigan. We hope in the near future 
to have that accomplished, and if it should be done our people 
would certainly be glad to have American shipping do the busi
ness of the country. 

What is the situation? I can not give the exact figures, !Jut 
we have between 800 and 1,000 steel ships, owned by the Gov
ernment, which we have not been able to sell or dispose of. 
Fortunately we are able to scrap the four or five or six hundred 
wooden ships. They are bm•ied for good and all. We have a 
few concrete ships, which might as well be buried also. But, 
counting the very best grade of our vessels, we have from 600 
to 800 vessels which we own, which we built at enormous ex
pense during the war, and the question to-day is, Shall we scrap 
those ships, shall we sell them to our competitors, or shall we 
try to have them afloat under the American tlag? Do gentlemen 
on the other side want to have those ships scrapped? Do they 
want us to sell them to foreigners? If not, what would they 
suggest doing with them? 

~'hat shipping cost us over $3,000,000,000, and it was a great 
extravagance. This morning I looked through the speech of the 
Senator from Texas [l\Ir. SHEPPARD], and it seems to be a 
justification of the action of the several Shipping Boards we 
have had. It seems to be a defense of the Shipping Board. I 
do not care to open old sores. We have had several investiga
tions of that matter before the Committee on Commerce, of 
which I am a member. A great many things occurred under 
that Shipping Board which will not bear criticism; but I do not 
care to go into that subject. 

The condition in brief is this: That we built those ships and 
've have them on our hands. Wl!at shall we do with them? 
Shall we sell them to foreigners, our competitors? I hope there 
are none on the other side of the Chamber who will take that 
position. Shall we scrap them, dispose of them as we did of the 
wooden ships lately; shall we sell them for old iron; or shall 
we try to put U1em afloat under the American flag and induce 
Americans to operate them? That is a plain, simple question. 
It seems ·to me that the doctrine enunciated by Senators on tJ;ie 
other side who are opposed to this " subsidy " bill, as they call 
it, will lead to i:his, that we will have to scrap nnd throw into 
the junk heap over 800 good American ships. 

When I voted for the shipping bill of 1920 I was in hopes that 
it would lead to the establishment of routes from the ports of 
tbe South, so that all our foreign commerce would not be con
gested in the port of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock ha,·ing 
arri>ed, it becomes the du.ty of the Chair to lav before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will -. be stated. 
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The READING CLERK. -A bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and I think the ·President of the Unit~d State has been '.Singularly 
· supplement the merchant marine act, 1920, and far other p'\fr- frank .and open ·in his dealings with this body, of which he 
~es. was fO.rmerly a distinguished Member. -1 think that will al-

Mr. REED of Missouri. I ask the Senator in charge of ways be his policy. 
the bill if he will not temporarily lay it aside? ..But, Mr. ·P.:resident, without knDwing even that there have 

Mr. NELSON. Just let me finish my remarks. It will •take been exchanges, it is apparent i:o me, as I think 1it must be to 
me only a few minutes, e:s tbe .Senator _from Washington ever.yone else, tiurt in ,sueh :a situation as we know exists at 
knows ' ! never speak long. the -moment it is :almost .certain tha:t there are frequent and 

Mr. JONES , of Washiui,,crton. Very well. rapid ·exchanges of information bet\"reen -the representatives 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, when I voted .for the shipping of the United States abroad and .our home Government as to 

bill of 1920 I had hoped that it would result in establishing the conditions existing on the other side of the Atlantic. It is 
a number of routes .from the Gulf and South Atlantic coast manifestly impossible-:for the P...resident or 1;he Deparbnent of 
and .from the Pacific coa-st. But I am surprised -to see Sena- State to keep this body .conversant with every bit of informa
tors who live .along the A'tlantic coast -voting against 1the tion that it gets as it gets it. That is a hopeless impossibility. 
pending 'llleasure. Louk, for instan~e, at the ·port of Galves- I belie-ve, sir, •that it -is inopportune :for the ·Senate ro pass 
ton. Would it not .he a great .thing .far Galveston if some the resolution. _As was pointed out .by the Senator from l\lassa
prominent .citizens of i:hat place could be induced -to buy chusetts [Mr. lfoDGE] an .exigency has arisen. I think the 
some of -these -~hips anti use them to es.tabllsh an .American Senate ·should exer.cise deliberation in the consideration of 
route 1fi:om •Galves.ton to some for.eign part? New Orleans the question. 
sees the point -and through the .'.Luuisiana Senators here is _in Then, too, I think beyond that ,that there is gmve . Hanger of 
favor af. the _legislatio.n. But what about Mobile? What about the Senate being misunderstood in the1passage of the resolution 
Pensacola? What a~mt .Tampa? What about ·Savannah? at this time. I think the-re is grave 'd:anger of its ·action being 
What about Charleston.? What about all the Dthe:r Atlantic misinterpreted in :France as an act of mrfriendliness toward 
ports? that Government ·when ·manifestly it is understood 'here on the 

T!Ir. President, I live way up in •:Minnesota, yet 1 have an fioo·r of the Senate that it is not intended as an~thing of the 
interest in ·those southern ports. I would like to see a ship- kintl. If the resolution is to be considered at all, I am much 
ping ·nne established and operated by ·our own people from all h1clinert to think that there "Should be attaehed such an ttmend
the gr,eat •ports along the ~tlanttc coast, ·from Norfolk clear ment as I -now offer to be added 1rt the end ·<Jf the ,-r.esolution 
around .to Galveston •in the 'Gulf of Mexieo. proposed by the Senator ifrom Missouri: 

1If e scrap all our •ships, .and •that is what the 1action of -Aml • tha:t in this exf)ression the Sena bl tlisa-vows any unfriendly OT 

Senators on ·the other 'Side of the Chamber will lead ·to, partisan attitude toward -'any -nation or "DB-tions ot JEurope. 
what tthen? Instead of having a:s many ships aftcra:t -as we The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is not before 
hav-e t-0·day, -we •will •within ·a •YOOT :have many less. How much the Senate,. but . the unanimous-consent request submitt-ed by the 
better would it be were Gulf ports like .Galveston, New Or- Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES] that the unfinished 
leans, Mobile, 1and T.mnpa and South Atlantic ports like business be tempOTarily 1am ·aside is before the ·Senate. Is 
.Taeksonville, Savannah, •Charleston, Wilmington, and Norfulk there objection to that request? The Chair hears mme arnl 
ea:eh . to ·have a ·shipping line of 1tts . own? tt 'is so ordered. 

I ·am lSUI'Prised to see •so much 'J)arty politics enter into a l\Ir. NEW. I was •Under ·the tm1m~ssion that the request of 
matter 'that ought to ·be ·a plain business :proposition. I would the Senator fr.om Washington had been agreed to. ·It now 
h-:.k.e 'to •see :an Ameriua:n ·llile 1of boats ~tablished 'from ·each having been agreed to, "I oll'er the runendment to the 'resolution 
of the ·southe'.rn ,ports rnnder 1tbe AmeriCHn ::flag und controlled o'f the Senator from '.M.issourl, to be added at ttW close of his 
by their own citizens. By defeating the ·pending bill that :reso'""lution. 
bigbly desirable i.result will t>e prevented. .But, 1\Ir. Presitlent, 1\1-r. 'JONES df "New Mexico. 111r. 'President, I ·rose some 
it is useless to talk. It i-s evident from what ·is going on little time ago with the expectation of ma:king just a few re
here ·that politics enter.s jnto -the situation. It is not made, mai·ks upon 'the ·resolution. I am gla<I now to say ·that the 
as it ought to be made, an economic .and business question. Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] has just made observations 
I am sorry to see that party -politics ent.ers ·into tb,e question. of a nature similar to those which 'I hatl intended to ·make. 

The bill in one particular is ·different :from rail bills ·of -the The Tesolution was introduced yesterday. It has 'llOt been 
past. In all those instances we did .not have the ships. It referred to any committee. We are asked to ·express it as the 
was then a question of getting -ships built. In ·the present sense of the Senate that the troops ·should now ·be withdrawn. 
ca.se we ~have the ships tin this country. We imve a big surplus I look upon -the resolution as a most · extraordinary proposal. 
of ships and the question is, What shall we do with them? We lmow that the troops were fiTSt sent to Germany far a very 
That is .the otily question. lt 'is not a question of :building substantial reason. We know that some of those troops ba-ve 
more ships, beeause we have ' th~ ships now. The _main thing been kept in Germany since the treaty of peace with Germany. 
is •to .get them ·a:float. 'Shall w.e sell them -to our competitors We know that they have been gradually withdrawn. But for 
and thus create more competition? Shall we .let them .go to some reaBon a small number of troops still 1temain ther~. 'The 
the scrap heap ..and then .forever cut off America from holding President of the United -States is the Commander in Chief Of 
her own in the matter of .ocean shipping? It is a -pity that the Armies of the ·United States. The troops are kept there 
such a great question should .be :made the football o:t party under .his orders. Presumably be has what appears to bim to 
politics. be a ·sufficient reason for keeping them there. 

Mr . .TONES of Wasbington. lf it is thought that the ·resolu- The author of the .resolution, in presenting it to the Senate, 
tion can be disposed of in a very i'ew minutes I would be has confessed a lack of krrowl~dge as to -why -the troops aTe 
perfectly willing that-the unfinished business should be tempo- there. No one has pretended to -state on the floor of the Senute 
rarily laid aside for that-purpose. the Teasons -which have actuated the President of the United 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think the resolution could be dis- States in keeping them there. They are under his 'Control; 
posed of very quickly if we would stiek to the question. and for the Senate of the United ·States, without even Teferring 

Mr. JONES of W.:asbing:ton. -1 ask unanimous consent to lay the resolution to a committee for investigation, to adopt it 
aside temporarily the unfinished business, with the under- seems to me to be an absolute invasion of the prerogatives o'f 
standing that if the :resolution takes too much time I shall the President of the United States. It seems to me to be 
call up the unfinished business. more than that. To pass the :resolution in this manner, without 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Ver:y well. investigation, without calling upon the President to inform 
Mr, 1'TJDW. Mr. President, while in sympathy with the gen- us as to why the troops are there, would be an affront to the 

eral proposition that the American troops should be with· President of the United States in which I am unwilling to 
drawn from Europe, I am inclined to vote against the resolu- paTticipate. In my judgment, before we pass a resolution of 
tion. There is no Member of this body who is more jealous thl-s character we should at least do one of two things; we 
of the prerogative of the Senate than I, and yet it appears to should refer it to a committee for investigation ·as to the 
me that the Senate is at this moment rather going outside its reasons ·why our troops are there, or we should, at least, be 
province in offering the resolution. considerate enough to ask the -Presitlent of the United States 

After all, the President of the United States under the Con- to inform us, if compatible with the public interest, why they 
stitution is the Commander in Chief of the military forces of are there. 
the country. Eie will probably act ultimately as seems to him 'Mr. President, the suggestion has been made that the resolu
best, whether the Senate passes th~ resolution or not. I do tion should be refe~rred and. I move that it be referred to the 
not wi h to be mi understood in that statement. I do not Qommittee on Foreign Relntio~s. . 
know any more than any <Jth-er Member of thi.s body knows ~ l\1;. 00::..\IERENE .. Mr .. Pt'eSldent. ~w!·1can · tro~ps 1have be-et. 
what the Presitlent will do, }jut that is what I think he will do. stationed on the Ith.me smce the · m11 tlce was igned. The.} 



1923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 1357 

ha>e been retained there under two administrations-<>ne Demo
cratic, the other Republican. My information, gleaned from the 
newspapers, is to the effect that the presence of our American 
troops has been desired both by the French people and the 
German people, and that seems also to be the information of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED]. 

Why should the Senate act upon this subject at the present 
time without having a report from one of the organized com
mittees of the Senate? Certainly whatever my vote might be 
ou this subject after an investigation and a report, I am not 
prepared to vote upon it with satisfaction to myself at the 
pre ·ent time. 

l\1r. President, I was very much interested in the statement 
which was made by the distinguished Senator from l\lontana 
[Mr. WALSH] when he told the Senate that he approved the 
policy ·of keeping our troops on the Rhine up to the time that he 
and certain other Senators made their visit to Germany and 
came back here and made a report to the Senate. The dis
tinguished Senator from Montana has said that the American 
troops exerci ed a stabilizing influence as between the Germans 
and the French, and that when any trouble arose the American 
officers acted as umpires·, and they did decide, I assume, to the 
entire satisfaction of both sides of the controversy. If it were 
a good thing to help to preserve the peace from the time the 
armistice was signed up until the time that these distinguished 
Senators made their report on the floor of the Senate, why is 
it unwise now to keep the American troops there? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Ur. POMERENE. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of l)fontana. I thought I made it clear why I 

thought so. There had not been any purpose declared upon the 
part of France until recently to occupy any territory except 
that which she occupies pursuant to the treaty, namely, the 
Rhineland. Now an entirely different situation arises. She 
does not intend to content herself with the occupation of the 
Rhineland, but intends to occupy other territory in Germany 
not in accordance with the treaty at all but taking such satis
faction as she thinks she is entitled to because Germany has 
not complied. with the terms of the treaty. I trust the Senator 
from Ohio will see that we now occupy a different position. 

Mr. POMERENE. The reasons wbicll the Senator from 
Montana has given may satisfy his mind, but they do not 
satisfy mine. What information have we bearing upon this 
subject? Of course, I have understood through the newspapers 
that, perhaps, France might take possession of the Ruhr Valley 
unless Germany paid a certain sum of money orr account of 
reparation, but have we that information officially? If the 
French people are a little bit more disturbed now than they 
were a few months ago, and if it were a good thing for us to 
be present in Germany at that time in order to mollify the 
feelings of the Frenchmen or of the Germans, may it not be 
likewise true that if our troops are present now they may 
postpone the evil day? 

I am not prepared to say, in my judgment, there is going 
to be an armed conflict, but if there should be an armed con-

, flict certainly we can then withdraw our troops quite as well 
as we can withd.raw them now. With both Governments and 
both peoples seemingly wanting our troops to remain, why 
now should the Senate of the United States pass this resolution 
when we do not know the views of the President or of the 
State Department? 

I am paired with my colleague [l\fr. WILLIS]. I do not 
know how he would vote upon this question if he were present, 
but certainly if I were permitted to vote I should vote in 
favor of the motion of the Senator from New Mexico, and if 
that motion should fail, with my present information, I would 
vote against the resolution. 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am loath to vote for any 
resolution offering advice to the Executive in a matter of this 
kind, and yet under the peculiar circumstances which now sur
round our situation on the Rhine I do not see how I can refuse 
to vote for the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

I believe that the presence of our troops on the Rhine has done 
a great deal of good. It was absolutely necessary ; they should 
have been sent there in the first instance. The Senate will recall 
that when they were first sent there they numbered about 
15,000. They were sent there to aid in the enforcement of the 
armistice and kept there to enforce the Versailles treaty when 
it was thought we were going to be a party to that treaty. 
'That force was gradually reduced during the last administra
tion, I think, to about 5,000 men, and demands have been made 

from time to time that the number be further reduced and that 
they all be brought home. After we failed to ratify the treaty 
there was no real reason why they should have been kept 
there. I think it has been pretty generally the sentiment of 
the Senate that they all ought to have been brought home. Our 
Republican friends long ago assured us they were going to 
bring them home as soon as they got in power, but two yenrs 
have passed and our soldiers are still over there. Inasmuch 
as we are not a party to the treaty of Versailles, inasmuch as 
we have no representative on the Reparation Commission, it 
does seem to me that it would have been the part of wisdom 
to have brought them home before now. There are not enough 
of them there to do any real good in the event of an outbreak 
and as I look at it, Mr. President, if France should invad~ 
Germany at any time, as she is now threatening to do, we 
would certainly be put in a very embarrassing attitude by 
reason of the presence of our troops on the Rhine. One thou
sand men could hardly do any good in case of the trouble 
which now seems imminent. 

What are we going to do? Are we going to aid France in 
upholding the provisions of the treaty of Versailles, to .which 
we are not even a party, or are we going to stand back and say 
we will not assist in upholding the provisions of that treaty? 
It is no answer to say that our troops need not take sides, 
because we will have to take sides; our troops will either have 
to go forward or they will have to remain there. If they go 
forward, they will take sides with France. If they fail to go 
forward, they will in effect take sides against France. If they 
remain there, they can not do any good, and thefr presence 
might involve us in interminable trouble. 

I hope the President will withdraw them forthwith. I would 
have prefen-ed very much that the President had acted and 
that there had been no necessity for this resolution, but the 
President not having acted and the resolution being before the 
Senate, it seems to me it is my duty under the circumstances 
to >Ote.to have the remaining troops, which, I believe, number 
about a thousand, brought home immediately. I think it is very 
regrettable that the Executive has not brought the troops home 
long before now. It is most regrettable that this phase of our 
foreign affairs has been handled so clumsily as to make tbis 
action upon the part of the Senate necessary. If the troops 
had been brought home before, as our Republican friends as
sured us would be done by this administration, we would have 
been saved from the embarrassing situation that now confronts 
us. If France acts, we are going to be greatly embarrassed, 
whatever we may do in relation to our troops on · the Rhine 
unless we get them out speedily. I shall vote against the mo
tion to refer this resolution to the committee and in favor of 
passing the resolution now. 

l\Ir. McKINLEY. l\Ir. President, I visited Coblenz, Germany, 
in 1919, again in 1921, and also in 1922. When the last admin
istration went out of power there were something like 20,000 
troops stationed at the Coblenz bridgehead, while at this time 
there are, perhaps, a thousand men stationed there, the number 
having gradually been reduced. 

So far as danger to our boys there is concerned, my opinion is 
that the only danger is that all of the unmarried ones will acquire 
German wives. The impression which the members of our 
party received in 1921, as well as in 1922, was that both the 
enlisted personnel and the officers all wanted to remain at the 
Coblenz bridgehead, and for that desire they garn various satis
factory reasons. 

As soon as the party of which I was a member arrive<l in 
Germany on a previous visit, we found that the German officials 
were particularly anxious that some American soldiers should 
remain on German soil. The reason actuating them seemed to 
be largely the wonderfully able diplomacy displayed by Gen
eral Allen, the commander of the American forces there. When 
we went further into Germany, crossing the Rhine, we were 
met with the same report that he was continually settling diffi
culties arising between the French and the Germans, not only 
at the Coblenz bridgehead but at other bridgeheads. Both sides 
trusted him. 

We found during our visit last summer the same condition to 
exist, all those interested seeming to agree that General .Allen 
was doing a wonderful work there. Probably it would make 
no difference if there were only one .American soldier tllere, 
provided General Allen of the American Army was also there. 
He is trusted by all. \Ve found that the Germans wanted our 
soldiers to remain there and likewise that the French, the Eng
lish, the Belgians, an<l the Italians were anxious that the 
United States should be represented by troops on German soil. 
Personally, I feel. our troops being Germany, that when the 
Gerillan Government shall indicate to the American Go>ern-
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ment that .they would like to have the small American repre
sentation of troops withdrawn. it will be time enough for us to 
consider their withdrawal. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I want to say just a 
word to explain why I shall vote in favor of the pending reso
lution. 

Our troops occupied the Coblenz bridgehead in the beginning 
under the armistice. We were there by right, and should have 
st.ayed there as long as the conditions under the armistice 
existed. After that, the question of the ratification of the 
treaty of Versailles was before the country. If the treaty of 
Versailles bad been ratified, we would have had our part to 
perform under that treaty, and our troops should have re
mained there. The treaty of Versailles was rejected, and a 
separate treaty of peace with Germany was ratified. Among 
the other provisions of the treaty of Versailles that were 
made a part of the German treaty were two provisions, one 
authorizing these troops to stay and the other providing that 
if the Congress of the United States was willing we might have 
representation on the- Reparation Ciommission. 

As I see the situation legally-I am not discussing it from 
a sentimental standpoint, but from the standpoint of our posi
tion in the world's affairs as fixed by our own treaty agree
ments-there is no reason whatever for these troops to remain 
on the Rhine except for the settlement involved in the Repara
tion Commission. If we determine to keep the troops on the 
Rhine, we should not leave them there with the actual votes 
as to what is done on the Reparation Commission left in the 
hands of foreign powers, while we are there with our troops 
merely to enforce a decree found by countries where we are 
not in the voting column. 

I recognize that it is said that we are reprt:!sented there un
officially; but, if we are going to have troops to enforce a de
cree, we should be represented officially. I think it is manifest 
that the party in power does not intend to have a representa
tive on that commission officially representing this Gove.rnment 
and casting a vote in the deliberations of that commission. If 
we do not, if we are not directly involved in the findings of 
that commission, for what purpose except a. sentimental pur
pose can these troops be there? None whatever except to en
force the decrees of other nations. 

I think myself it is unfortunate that our Government has 
not taken its seat on the Reparation Commission, as it is 
authorized to do not under the treaty of Versailles but under 
the agreement for the armistice; but that is all that is in
volved on the River Rhine now. The only question involved 
on the River Rhine is the question of reparations and how 
they shall be enforced. We are not sitting in the commission. 
We have no direct voice In the commission. Why should we 
have troops there to enforce its decree? 

That being the case, I think these troops should be brought 
home ; they should be removed from the Rhine ; they should 
come home at the very earliest opportunity; and therefore I 
shall vote in favor of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Mexico [l\Ir . .JONES]. 

Mr. REED of llissouri Mr. President, I ask the Senator 
if he will not let us vote on the resolution without voting on 
sending it to the committee. 

Mr . .JONES of New Merlco. MI·. President, I am unwilling 
to leave the matter to be passed upon with the information 
that we have. I do not believe that we should act upon a 
matter of this sort with the information coming only from the 
general press of the country. Of course, I realize that the press 
of the country ordinarily can be relied upon, but this is a most 
Important matter. 

Personally, I know of no reason why the troops should not 
come back home; but I am unwilling to say, by a vote. in favor 
of this resolution, that I am convinced that there is no in
formation which would cause me to change my mind about it. 
!The President of the United States must have some reason for 
keeping them there; and without even asking him what it is, 
upon mere rumor, upon mere dispatches from unofficial sources, 
we are asked to say that we .have come to the deliberate con
clusion that those troops should come home. I do not see why 
the merits of this resolution should not be reviewed by a com
mittee of the Senate, the same as all other business of the 
Senate. 

We heard some articles read here to-day from the morning 
,Press that may convey the correct situation as it is over there. 
~e distinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] said 
that he had changed his mind about it because of the changed 
situation ; that France is now threatening to overrun a part 
of the country in excess of that which she had occupied under 
previous conditions. How do we know it? I submit that there 

ls not a Senator here to-day who knows what France is going 
to do. There are rumors about it; there are intimations in the 
press about it; but shall we act upon such vague information · 
as that? 

I am anxious, so far as I am concerned, to have these troops 
come home. It may be that upon official investigation of the 
subject we would an reach that conclusion. That is why I 
made the motion to have the investigation made. I hope the 
Committee on Foreign Relations will investigate the subject, 
and if it can not present some valid reason for keeping the 
troops there then I am willing to join with the Senator from 
Missouri in asking that they come home ; but I am unwilling 
to vote one way or the other without some investigation of 
the subject. Therefore, :Mr. President, I am unwilling to with
draw the motion which I have made. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I hope that the 
motion to refer the resolution to the comm1ttee will not prevail. 

For more than three years we have had our troops over there. 
Many months ago we made a solemn treaty of peace with 
Germany. The order was issued to bring the troops back, 
and suddenly an exception was made, and this small body of 
troops was left there. We were told that it was for some tem
porary reason. Now time has run on and on and on and on, 
and still the troops are there. · 

We may not know absolutely what France's intentions are. 
I question whether anyone knows absolutely what they are, 
except the French statesmen ; but we do know beyond a per
adventure that France's attitude to-day is a threatening atti
tude. That iS all that the Foreign Relations Committee could 
tell us on that phase of the question. I should be for this 
resolution if there had been no disturbance there, and I am 
inclined to believe it would have been better 11 the resolution 
had been offered a month ago instead of now; but here is a 
crisis, and it is proposed in the face of that crisis to refer this 
matter to the Foreign Relations Committee, where it may sleep 
a long time. 

The press reports, I apprehend, are quite as reliable as any 
other information, coming as they do froro all the press 
agencies, reported . as they have been not for a single day 
but for several days, with cumulative effect, and with details 
which indicate an intimate knowledge. Those reports all indi
cate grave danger of trouble. In that state of affairs there 
ought to be no delay. A new situation confronts us. If there 
should be hostilities in Europe, our troops can scarcely be kept 
out of danger of involvement. 

My good friend said that this was an insult to the President. 
Why, resolutions similar to this have been passed a thousand 
times. The right of petition is a right that the humblest 
citizen of the United States has, and that is· all this is-the 
expression of an opinion to the President. My original resolu
tion was in the nature of a request. This expresses an 
opinion. It is couched in courteous. language. The chairman 
of the Foreign Relations Committee himself says that he sup
ports this resolution; and I apprehend that he has as much 
knowledge of foreign affairs as they have at the State Depart
ment. 

How long are we to wait? How long are these- troops to be 
kept there? 

Mr . .JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis

souri yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I do. 
Mr . .JONES of New Mexico. I understood the Senator from 

l\fissouri to say that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations would support this resolution. 

1\1r. REED of Missouri. He so stated on the floor. 
Jlrf.r. JONES of New l\Iexico. Then I imagine that there 

would be no difficulty in getting a report upon the resolution 
from the Foreign Relations Committee within a short time. 
It seems to me that there should be nothing embarrassing about 
having the resolution referred to that committee. I have been 
usually more than anxious to comply with any request of my 
friend from Missouri, and I was under the impression that a 
reference to the committee might mean that the resolution 
would not be acted upon by the committee. 

I think the Senator from Missouri made some such suggestion 
as that a moment a.go, that if it were referred to the committee 
it would sleep there. If the chairman of the com.mitt~ is in 
favor of the resolution, I think the apprehensions are not well 
founded. In addition to that, a motion could be made to dis· 
chJlrge the committee at any time and the resolution could be 
brought before the Senate, if the Senate saw fit to act upon it. 

1\ir. REED of Missouri. The conclusion of the Senator does 
not follow. If a resolution goes to the Foreign Relations Com
mittee, it does not at all follow that that committee will be 
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called in immediate session, and it does not at all follow that 
thnt committee will report the resolution out. It d-Oes absolutely 
follow that there must be some delay, and this is no time f€>r 
delay. 

There has been a good deal of talk here abont our soldiers 
having acted over there in a manner pleasing to. the Germans, 
and it is stated that they are all marrying German girls. Are 
we sending theni over there and paying their expenses because 
we are running a matrimonial bureau? Let us understand the 
real reason why they ha.ve been desired there. Undoubtedly 
every German who loves the Fatherland, as he calls it, resents 
the foot of any foreign soldier on his soil, but he prefers having 
an American to a Frenchman or an Englishman or an Italian 
or the soldier of any other nation, because h€ knows that he 
gets fairer treatment from us than from them. That is all 
there is to his welcome t<> the American soldier. 

I suppose Germany would like to have an American army 
there lf France were to invade her, if Germany were right sure 
that the American Army would take Germany's side. But the 
thing l am talking f<>r is-in view of this threatened condition 
and the fact that our troops bave n-0 business there anyway
to get them out of n position where they may be forced to take 
sides, for the minute they are forced to take sides, then we 
will incur the enmity of one or the other of those nations. We 
will offend either France or offend Germ.any, and let us remem
ber we are now bound to Germany as we are to France by a 
solemn treaty of peace, and if we look to the future, as we 
ought to, we must regard that treaty in good faith and attempt 
to carry it out ill its true spirit. 

I do not want an American army in a place where its influ
ence will almost necessarily re ca t on one side or the other. 
I did not offer this resolution in order to place the United States 
in a position of taking sides in the contr~versy over there, but 
to get us in a. position where we would not be obliged to take 
sides, and the amendment to th~ resolution offered by the Sena
tor from Indiana [Mr. NEW] is entirely acceptable to me. 

I want to get America out of the danger zone, out of a place 
where trouble. is likely to eDsue. Gentlemen may say there is 
no danger; that the mere presence of America is sueh a majestic 
thing that all power wm pause nt its mere presence; that no. 
nation will do. au~t to offend us.; ttnd that our mere moral pres
ence ls. enough to an·est the mailed hand of any coun.txy. I 
heard that argument ma.de just befoi-e we declared war. Tbere 
were thousands of people, there were Senators, who believed 
that a mere declaration of war on the part of A.merica wQuld 
end the European s.truggl~ but we had no- sooner dedared war 
than we were called upon for troops. 

America's position may be a proud one, but I sometimes think 
we are about the only people who indulge in a full measure of 
that pride. Other nations do not regard us as omnipotent, and 
tbi much is certain, that as long as we have those troops in 
Europe, when trouble is menacing, every effOJ:'t will be made by 
one side or the other to gain an advantage from that. 'Fhat 
means we begin to take sides in the controve1-sy. Once a nation 
puts its finger in a strife between two other nations, its hantl, 
its arm, and its body are likely soon to follow. 

Let us get these American boys home. Let European states
men take the responsibility o1 their own aets. Let no situation 
exi t where, even by intent and conspiracy, an attack might be 
made for the mere purpose of dragging us into a contliet. The 
Senator from Massachusetts stated the correct position, in my 
opinion, when he s.aid that tbese troops should haye been home 
long ago. 

Ce1~tai.nly they should have been ordered home when we 
signed a solemn treaty of peace with Germany. 'I'he Senator 
from New Mexico says we should know the i-eason for the 
troops being kept there. We sh-0uld have known that reason 
long ago. if there be a reason. The countl'y should have known 
it; the world should have. known it. 

Four years ago last November the battle flags were furled, 
the wur was over, but we kept our troops there. It was justifi
able up to the time the treaty o.f Versailles was signed, and not 
one minute longer. When that treaty wa.s signed European na
tions had made their peace. We had n<> further responsibility 
to them. They got what they demanded, and perhaps it was 
our duty to stand by until they did get what they demanded. 
When they got what they demanded it was no part of our duty 
to act as a collection agency for indemnities or penalties which 
inured to them, when we were marching out without the levy 
of a penny of indemnity. That was their business. 

Senators, I think, are mistaken. They imagine the people of 
tlli. country do not want their troops home and do not want to 
f•scape this present menace in Eur<>pe. I hope the motion will be 
Yoted down. 

Mr. HEFLIN rose. 

~Iii. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, if we could ham 
a vote now, I WE)uld be perfectly willing to have it taken_ This 
discussion has been going an nearly an hour since the unfinished 
business came up; and unless we can have a vote, I shall be 
constrnined to call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will not occupy more than two minutes' 
time, and then I will be perfectly willing to have a vote taken. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the Senator will take only a 
couple of minutes, I will withhold the call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 1\fr. President, in reply to the Senator from 
New 1\Iexico, I just want to say that the chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations received a letter from the President 
when the Borah amendment asking for an economic conference 
was pending in this Chamber, and in that letter the President 
was quick to let the Senate know that he opposed that amend
ment. The President must have known that on ye terday the 
Senator from :\lissouri introduced this resolution, and the chair
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. LODGE] has 
been on the floor to-day ; and if the President had -0pposed the 
resolution very strongly, I suppose we would have heard from 
him. He knew what was going on here. 

I think these troops ought to be brought home. The Republican 
Party promised in 1920 they would bring them home just as 
soon as possible, and they should have been brought home im
mediately after the treaty was signed. They have not been 
brought home, and we ought to bring them home now. 

I do not want to embarrass the President in any way, and I 
do not want the country endangered du any way by the threaten
ing conditions which now obtain in Europe. I do not want our 
boys to. be there so that harm could come to them. I hope the 
resolution will pass. 

l\lr. DLU.. l\lr. President, last year when the Army appro
priation bill was before us, I offered an amendment .Providing 
that none of the funds approp1:"iated therein should go to pay 
our soldiers in Germany after 60 days. That amendment was 
defeated. I felt then that our soldiers ought to be brought 
home. and I haYe felt the same ever since. I believe the quicker 
we hriug them home the quickel"' those rountries will settle their 
diffei·e-uces. and it will be better for all parties concerned. I 
shall therefore Yote for the resolution. 

The VICE PRE '!DENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to refer the resolution. 

l1r. REED of ~lissouri. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\lr. :NE\.Y. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Tl1e VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry. 
l\lr. 1'.TEW. I understand the vote is on the motion of the 

Senator from ~ew Mexico [1\lr. JONES]? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The que~tion is on agreeing to tbe 

motion of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JONES] to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary ~vill call 
the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called). 
The enior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] is necessarily 
absent. I promised to take care of him with a pair during his 
absence, but I have a right to transfer it. I find I can transfer 
my pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART]. 
I do so and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. POMERENE (when his name was called). Announcing 
my pair with my colleague [Mr. WILLIS], who is detained ·be
cause of illne s in his family, I refrain from voting. If I were 
permitted ta ~ote, I would vote "yea." 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). 
Transferring my general pair with the junior Senator from 
Delaware (1\Ir. BAYARD] to my colleague [l\Ir. PEPPER], I vote 
·•yea." 

Mr. SHIELDS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is absent, I 
understand, on account of illness. I therefore withald my 
vote. . 

Mr. SUTHERLA).TU {when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
ROBINSO~]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Vermont [l\Ir. PAGE] and vote "yea." 

Mr. TRAl\111\IELL (when his name was called). In the ab
sence of my pair, the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
CoL:r], and being unable to obtain a ti·ansfer. I withhold my 
vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote "nay." 

Mr. \V.ALSH of :Massachusetts (when :\Ir. WAD~woRTH's name 
was called). On this question I am pa.ired with the Senator 
from New York [l\lr. WADSWORTH}. If he were present, he 
would vote " yea " ; and if I were at liberty to vote, I would 
vote "nay." 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). 1 
have a general pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN], which I transfer to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. PITTMAN]. and vote "nay." 

Mr. CURTIS (wben 1\Ir. WILLIS's name was called). I wish 
to announce that the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] 
is unavoidably detained by reason of serious illness in bis 
family. He is paired with his colleague [l\.Ir. POJ.IERENE], as 
has been stated. 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. BROUSSARD (after having voted in the negatiYe). I 

have a general pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
MosEs]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GERRY] and permit my vote to stand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Colorado [lllr. NICHOLSON] is unavoidably detained. If present, 
he would vote "nay." 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from New Jersey 
[l\lr. EDGE] has a general pair with the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. OWEN]. 

l\lr. CARAWAY. I announce the absence of my colleague 
f:Mr. ROBINSO~] on official business. 

Ur. OYERMAN. I desire to announce that my colleague 
fMr. SrM:MONS] is necessarily absent on account of important 
business. He has a general pair with the Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. KELLOGG]. 

Mr. WATSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [1\lr. 
WILLIAMS]. I have voted, but find that that Senator is not 
prf:'sent. Therefore I transfer my pair to the junior Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. KEYES] and permit my vote to 
tand. 

1\lr. JONES of New Mexico (after ha Ying votetl in the affirma
tive). I inquire if the Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] 
has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator bas not voted. 
l\lr. JONES of New Mexico. I have a general pair with that 

Senator. I do not know how he would vote upon this ques
tion. I am unable to obtain a transfer of the pair, and there
fore withdraw my vote. 

The re. ult was announced-yeas· 22, nays 38, as follows : 

Calder 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Ernst 
li'letcher 
Lodge 

Ashurst 
Ball 
Borah 
Brnndegee 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Couzens 

McCormick 
McKinley 
Myers 
Nelson 
New 
Oddie 

YEAS-22. 
Phipps 
Ransdell 
Reed, Pa. 
Shortridge 
Spencer 
Sterling 

NAYS-38. 
Culberson Heflin 
Cummins Ilitchcock 
Curtis johnson 
Dial ;r ones, Wash. 
France Kendrick 
George Ladd 
Glass La Follette 
Harreld McKellar · 
Harris McNary 
Ilarrison Overman 

NOT VOTING--36. 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Watson 
Weller 

Reed, Mo. 
Sheppard 
Smith 
Stanfield 
Stanley 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 

Bayard jones, N. Mex. Norbeck Shields 
Brookhart Kellogg Norris 8immons 
Colt Keyes Owen Smoot 
Edge King Page Swanson 
Fernald Lemoot Pepper Trammell 
Frelinghuy en ~IcCumber Pittman Wadsworth 
Gerry McLean Poindexth Walsh, Mass. 
Gooding Moses Pomerene Williams 
Bale Nicholson Robinson Willis 

So the Seuate refused to refer the resolution to the Commit
tee on Foreign Relations. 

~Ir. MYERS. Mr. President, now that it appears the resolu
tion of the Senator from Missouri [l\Ir. REED] will be voted 
upon, I desire to state briefly the reasons which impel me to vote 
against it. 

I do not believe the resolution should be adopted, at any rate 
without being first referred .to a committee; without the Senate 
having the judgment of a committee which shall have had op
portunity to investigate tbe matter and learn and report whether 
there are any reasons why American troop should be left in 
the Rhine Valley or any reason why they should l ~ withdrawn. 
In that event, unless the committee should report strong and 
cogent reasons for the withdrawal of the troops, I should even 
then vote against a resolution requesting or advising the Presi
uent to withdraw them. 

There was reason for stationing and keeping some of our 
troops in the Rhine Valley after the signing of the armistice. 
President Wilson was then Commander in Chief of the Army and 
:N"avy of the United States, and he had, I am sure, good and 
sufficient reasons for his action in keeping some of our troops 

there. President Harding, who succeeded him, has continued 
to. keep some of them there. Some of them have been gradually, 
withdrawn, and the number there bas been greatly diminished; 
but there are still a small number there, and I have no doubt 
President Harding, the Commander in Chief, has sound reasons 
for keeping them there. I believe we have much the same 
reason for keeping troops there that the Entente Allies ha'e for 
keeping their troops there; that the difference is only one of 
degree. It is true we have no reparations due us, expect none 
and will have none, but a large number of claims have bee~ 
made an<l more will be made by citizens of this country against 
Germany for damages inflicted by Germany upon them prior to 
our entrance into the World War. Citizens of this country have 
something due them from Germany, and I think we should be 
just as much interested in collecting claims due our citizens as 
the Entente Allies are in securing reparations for themsel,es. 
It is a difference in degree; that is all. . 

We a.re interested in maintaining order in that section of the 
world. I think it is to our interest, as well as to the interest 
of the rest of the world, to have order maintained there and to 
see that Germany complies with her obligations, no matter what 
they may be, whether reparations or damages. Undoubtedly 
our troops have had a stabilizing effect there, and I do not see 
any reason why we should run away from there now, simply 
upon the mere appearance of trouble arising. Our troops were 
put there to prevent trouble, and why should we run away 
immediately that trouble is threatened? True, it is reported 
that France threatens to invade the Ruhr Basin. As I under
stand, anfler the provisions of the Versail1es treaty, the Entente 
Allies have a right to invade the Ruhr Basin and take pos
session of it whenever Germany shall be found in default in her 
agreement to make payment of reparations. 

I do not think we need to be so very much afraid of France 
tloing anything wrong and dragging us into it. France bas been 
our friend and our ally, and I do not think we need to mistrust 
her on this particular occasion. I do not think we should do 
anything which would tend to encourage Germany to .continue 
willfully and deliberately to evade payment of her reparations, 
and, in my opinion, that would be the effect of the withdrawal 
of our troops just now. I think Germany has been willfully 
and deliberately evading payment of her reparations and pre
tending she could not pay more. If we should withdraw our 
troops at this particular time I have no doubt that action woul<l 
encourage Germany to persist in ber policy of evasion. It may 
be sajd we are not concerned in the collection of reparations for 
the Entente Allies. ·we are not directly concerned but we are 
indirectly concerned. 

I think the peace, welfare, and prosperity of the world de
pends largely upon Germany making an effort in good faith to 
pay the reparations which she agreed to pay. We are inter
ested in having her do so, as all the rest of the world is in
terested, on account of the stabilizing and tranquilizing effect 
it would have upon the world. While we are not directly con
cerned in compelling Germany to pay bet· reparations, I think 
we should be concerned not to do something which woul<l en
courage her wil1fully and deliberately to continue to eyade 
payment. We are interested in having every nation in the 
worl<l make an honest effort to comply with its duties an<l dis
charge its solemn obligations, because it is the only way in 
which the disturbed conditions of the \VOrld, I think, can be 
stabilized. 

It is said by some that we are getting no pay from Germany 
for the expense of keeping our troops over there. That is 
true, but that is no reason why the troops should be withdrawn. 
\Ve have ba<l no payment on that obUgation or at least none of 
any consequence. However, it costs us no more to keep troops 
there than here. Troops can be kept more cheaply there than 
here. I doubt, though, if we will ever be reimbursed. I do not 
think Germany intends to pay us, if she can get out of it. I tlo 
not think Germany intends to pay her reparations to the En
tente A.llies, if she can get out of it. In my opinion, there is 
only one argument that will have any influence on Germany and 
that is the argument of force. If France is entitled to use 
force, I do not think we should run away and refuse ernn to 
be a witness to what may take place there. 

I think this would be a very inopportune time for us to with
draw our troops or even for the Senate to express a desire that 
the President withdraw them. The time and circumstances are 
inauspicious. I think the President should be left to exercise 
his own judgment in the matter and should not be hampered by 
action of the Senate. He is Commander in Chief of the armed 
forces of the United States. It is an Executive province, and 
I think it shouhl be left to the President, without interference, 
for the present, at least. Therefore I shall vote against the 
resolution. 
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.Jr. :\kCORl\UCK obtained the floor. 
::\fr. JOKES of Washington. I should like to know how long 

tlw Sena tor from Illinois is likely to speak? 
l\Ir. McCORMICK. About two or three minutes. If Sena

tors will bear with me, I merely wish to say by way of 1·eply, 
in pa.rt, to the Senator from Montana, that the argument 
wll:ch he adv-anced against the adoption of the pending reso
Jruion seemed to me to be one addressed to the Senate in its 
faYor. It would ha>e been more expedient, in my judgment, to 
haYe postponed action upon this resolution for a few days dur
ing the pending crisis in Europe, but since the Senate has de
ci<lerl otherwise, it would be a grave mistake by our action to 
lea1l Governments across the sea to believe that we approve the 
course which events have taken. 

Xo one who has followed the press. of this country can mis
take its common judgment, its common criticism, of the COl:lrse 
del'illed upon by the continental allies dealing with the question 
of reparations. Under these circumstances if this resolution 
w<.•re to fail, first there would be those in Europe who mlght 
eal'ily construe its failure as an approval of their course to

l\Ir. OVERMAl'i. I desire to state that my .colleague, tbe 
senior Senntor from North Carolina [:Mr. SIMMONS], is nece;1-
sarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from l\Iii:mesota 
[Ur. KELLOGG]. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Colorado [l\ir. NICHOLSON] is necessarily detained from 
the Senate. If present, he would vote "yea." 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from New .1~rsey 
[Mr. EDGE] has a general pair with the Senator from Oklctll.bma 
[Mr. OWEN]. 

1\Ir. SHIELDS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
1\faine [l\Ir. HALE] to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. IloBI~
soN] and vote "yea." 

1\fr. SUTHERLAND (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I withdraw the statement which I have made regarding the 
transfer of my pair. I understand that, if present, the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON], with whom I am pair~. 
would vote "yea." and therefore I let my vote stand. 

The result was announced-yeas 57, nays 6, as followts: 
YEA.S-57. 

ward reparntions, while Qthers woulu believe that we purpose .Ashurst 
th{' continu:rnce of the occupation of Coblenz by American Ball 
forces and thn.t in so doing we represent the views of the E~~~~1ege<> 
American peo1)le. We know that that would not be tnie, but Bl'Oussanl 

Dillingham 
Elkins 
Ermit 
Fletcher 
Fr~TnC'e 
George 
Glass 
Harreld 
Harris 
IIarrfaon 
fletlin 

Ladd 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
l\IcKellar 
McKinley 
:M:cNary 
Oddie 
OvPrmau 
Phipps 
Ranf4dell 
Reed, Mo. 
!'\heppard 
Hlliel<ls 

Shortridge 
Smith 
Stanfield 
Stanley 
Sutherlillld 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Weller 

they would not kno·1y it across the sea. Bnrsum 
~ince thi resolution .bas come before us and is about to be t!~!{.on 

voted upo11. there is only one candid course for the Senate to Capper 
purAue, and tbat is to vote for the adoption of the resolution. Camwny 

·l\rr. REED of Missouri. l\Ir. President, I ask for the yens g~~b;:1~~n 
nnd nays on the adoption of the resolution. Cummins 

J ritcbcock 
;KJbnROll 
.Tones. 1~ash. 
Kendrick 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption Curtis 
of t.he re~olution as modified .. The Secretary will call the : Dial 

NAY~-0. roll. 
·.Ir. NE'W. A pa-rliarnentary inquity. I understancl that the :\Iyns . 

amendment which was offered by me to the resolution was Nell'on 
~ew 
Reetl. I'a. 

"'terling 

A OT \OTINf;-33. 

Williams 

ac<: t>pted by the Senator fr<>m Missouri [Mr. REED] and is a pnrt 
of the resolution. 

)fr. REED of :Missouri. Yes, sir. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct. 
The reading clerk proceedeu to call tlle roll. 
~fr. BROUSSARD (when his name was called). :.\[a king the 

same announcement which I made before in refereure to my 
pair ancl its transfer, I vote "yea." · 

:\Ir. JONES of New Mexico (when his name irn~ railed) . I 
lmYe a general pair with the Senator from Maine L:Ur. FER
NAT.D]. I do not know bow he would vote on this motion. a.nd 
I am unable to ol>tain a- transfer. I therefo1·e witllholu my 
vot . 

:\fr. J01\'ES of Washington (when his name was called) . 
Making the same annQtmcement with reference to my pair and 
its transfer as before, I vote "yea." I also desire to an
nounce that if the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Bn.001~HAR.T] 
"·ere present and voting be would vote "yea." 

1'Ir. LA FOLLETTE (when the name · of Mr. ~ ·oRRIS was 
called). Tbe Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRrusJ is absent 
from the Senate on account of a death in his family. If he 
weTe present he would vote " yea " on this resolution. 

::;,\Ir. PO:\IEilENE (when his name was called}. Again an
nouncing my pair with my colleague, the- junior Senator from 
Ollio [l\Ir. WILusJ, who is absent because of illness in his 
family. I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I shoulll vote 
"nay." 

l\Ir. REED of Penn~yl~a (when his name wa~ called). I 
mHke the same announcement as to my pair and its transfer 
as on the former >ote and 'Vote "nay." 

:Mr. SillELDS (when his name was called). On account of 
the absence of my pair, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
as stated, I will withhold my vote. If my pair were present, 
I should-vote "yea." 

~Ir. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). Making 
the same announcement as on the previous vote with reference 
to my pair and its transfer, I vote "yea." 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). My pair 
being ab ent, nnd being unable to obtain a transfer, I with
hol<'l my vote. If permitted to vote, I shoulu vote " yea." 

l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called). 
On tbis question I am pa.ll·ed with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WADSWORTH]. I transfer tbat pair to the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. NoRRis] and will vote. I vote ".rea." 

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when bis name was called). 
Transferring my pait as on the preceding vote, I vote " yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I wish to ann.ounce the unavoidable. ab~ 

sence of my coil~ague, the- senior Senator from Arkansas [1\tr. 
ROBINSON], on official bu~ iness. If present, he would vote 
•.fea.'~ 

Bavard .TonPs. X. ::\Jex. ?\orris 
Brookhart Kellogg Owen 
Colt K<>yes Page 
Edge King Pepper 
Fernald McCumbei· Pitt.man 
Frelinghuysc>n MeLeau Poindexter 
Gel'l'y ).lo>\e Pomerene 
Goolling • -iclloli-mn Robinson 
Halt- Xorht>ck Simmons 

Smoot 
..,pencer 
Swanson 
'l'rammell 
Wadsworth 
Willis 

So tlle resolution as moditied was agreed to, as follows: 
RP. olrcd Tliat it is the . ense of the Senate of the United States that 

the President shouhl order the inuuediate return to the United States 
of all troops of the United States now :tationed in Germal!Y· 

In !?iving this expre,,;~lon of its opinion the Senate disavows any 
unfrit)n\IIY or partisan attitude towat·d any nation or nations of Europe. 

THE :\IERCHANT UAR'INE. 

Mr .. JONES of Washington. I ask that the unfinished busi
nes. may be laicl before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Wllole, resumed the con
sideration of the om (H. R. 12817) to amend and supplement 
the merchant marine act, 1920. and for other purposes. 

l\Ir. JONES of ·washiugton. 1\Ir. President, I desire to have 
presented to the Senate the request for lmanimous consent 
which I sent to the desk yesterday afternoon. 

The VICJ<: PRESIDE~T. The Secretary will read the re
quest for unanimous consent submitted by the Senator from 
Washington. 

The As ie;tant Secretary read 3S follows: 
It is agreed by unanimous consent that on and after the calendar 

day of :Monday. Januru:y 22., 1923. in the consideration of H. R. 12817, 
the shipping bill, no SenatoF i;iball speak more than once or longer than 
60 minutes upon the bill. or more than once or longer than 30 minutes 
upon any amendment offered thereto, and that on nnd after the calendar 
tlay of Thursday, February 1. if said bill is not sooner disposed of, no 
Senato1· shall speak more than once or longer than 15 minutes upon the 
bill or more than once or lomrer than 10 minutes upon any amendment 
then pending Ol.' thereafter offered. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. BROOKHABT] has been necessarily called from the 
Chamber. Before leaving he asked me, if the request of the 
Senator from Washington were presented, to note his objection 
to it. I therefore feel obliged to object. 

Mr. WATSO!\. Do I understand the Senator from Florida 
to object? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; for the junior Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. WAT SON. I do not think a Senator on the floor can 

voice the objection of another Senator who is not present. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Very well; I object on my own :restJonsi

bility. We need not be technical about the matter. I am stat
ing the fact, as I was requested to do by the junior Senator 
from Iowa, and the objection is noted. Senators may take it 
either way they like. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection ls made. 
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· · The question is on the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. NORRIS] to proceed to the consideration of the bill ( S. 
40f>O) to provide for the purchase and sale of far;m products. 

:\Ir. HARRISON. .Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 

their names : 
Ball Ernst Mc Kellar 
HrousRard l!~letcher Nelson 
Bursum George New 
Capper Harris Oddie 
Caraway · Harrison Pomerene 
Couzens Heflin Ransdell 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Sheppard 
Dial Lenroot Shields 
Dillingham Lodge Sterling 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorun:i is not present. The Secre
tary will call the names of the absentees. 

The reailing clerk called the names of the absent Senators, 
and l\Ir. BRANDEGEE, Mr. CAMERON, Mr. GLASS, Mr. McCORMICK, 
Mr. l\lcKINLEY, Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. PHIPPS, Mr. REED of Missouri, 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE, Mr. STANLEY, and Mr. WARREN answered to 
their names when called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is not present. 

:\Ir. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, as this is Satur
day afternoon, I know if we secure a quorum we shall ·accom
plish nothing; that the time will simply be taken up until the 
11i;:ual hour for adjournment. I realize the difficulty when I 
am up against a situation of this kind. I -do not think we 
would gain anything by sending the Sergeant at Arms after 
absent Members this afternoon. I do not believe we will lose 
anything by adjourning at the present time. So I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and (at 3 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 8, 1923, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE.S. 
SATURDAY, January 6, 1923. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

Uie following prayer: 

Heavenly Father, our unchangeable friend, do Thou hear 
our prayer as we lift to Thee our breath of gratitude. In our 
sins. and in our failures remember mercy. Give us the love 
Uiat envies not, that seeks not its own but suffers and labors 
Ieng for the advancement of everything that is good. Ever 
hold us to the duty, the dignity, and the destiny of our being. 
Be Thou the refuge for every officer, every Member, every 
helper, and every home of this assembly. Be with him whose 
heartstrings have been shattered by the hand of death and give 
him great peace. Touch all our hearthstones and to-morrow fill 
them "ith the sweetest joy. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap
pro,ed. 

PEYOTE. 
l\fr. McCLINTIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

address the House for 10 minutes in order to correct what I 
think to be an erroneous opinion that might be formed from 
an a1·ticle appearing in the Washington Post this morning rela
tive to certain legislation .. 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. If the gentleman will confine his request 
to five minutes, I will not object. 

Mr. l\IcCLINTIC. It probably will not take more than five 
or seven minutes; just enough to have a letter read. I think 
seven minutes will be enough. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani
mous consent to address the House for seven minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JUcCLINTIC. 1\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 

in order that an erroneous opinion may not be formed, I re
spectfully wish to call attention to an item which appeared in 
the Washington Post this morning relating to the use of peyote 
among the Indians. I want to say that it is used as a religious 
rite among the Indians of Oklahoma, and there are Indian 
doctors who prescribe it as a medicine. It has never been 
decided by any of the medical authorities to be a deleterious 
drug. If it is decided to be a deleterious drug and is hl1rmful 
to the Indians, I will be the last one ever to make any objec-

tion to its suppression. In my time I ask the clerk to read the 
article published in the Washington Post and a letter \Vhich 
came to me unsolicited from a doctor in Oklahoma who is try
ing to look after the health and welfare of the Indians. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
[From the Washington Post, Saturday, January 6, 1923.] 

RJilDSKINS' " SUPERHOOCH " SURYIVES SENATE ATTACK . 
The crafty red-skinned aborigine may have the same difficulty as 

bi's white conqueror in getting his fire water these days, but he still 
has his peyote, and peyote, according to ·competent testimony, will 
produce a more prolonged jag than the best 100-proof redeye. 

The Senate yesterday, after considerable debate, declined to gi~ 
its approval to an appropriation of $25,000 for the suppression of the 
use of peyote among the Indians. Peyote, it was generally admitted, 
enabled the Indians to get even drunker than they could on " red " 
liquor, but it was saved from the ban on the ground that its use 
was absolutely essential to the Indians' religion. 

When the item came up, in connection with the Interior Department 
bill, Senator HAitRISON (Democrat), Mississippi, asked Senator SMOOT 
(Republican), Utah, to give the Senate some information about peyote. 

" It's the same to the Indian as rot-gut whisky is to the white 
man," answered Senator SMOOT. "The only difference is that its 
effect la'Sts longer." 

He explained that it was made of a small bean grown along the 
Rio Grande, and that one of its effects was to produce a delusion of 
great wealth. Senator JONES (Democrat), New Mexico, said he had 
investigated its effects on the Indians and bad been informed by a 
missionary that It brought about "a most beautiful state of mind" 

" The missionary added that it produced such a good feelin"' that 
he felt 'Sure he could make Christians of all the Indians in the United 
States within a few days if he had a large enough supply of p<!yote 
beans," said Senator JOXES. 

Hon. J. v. MCCLINTIC, 
Washington, D. 0. 

ANADARKO, OKLA., Janua1·y 2, 1923. 

DEAR Sm: No doubt you will look up.on this as an unwarranted 
presumption on my part, and bad you wished any information from 
me, would have asked for It. Still, I am hoping you might find this 
of some little interes t. 

The stand you took regarding the bill aimed at peyote was of course 
published in the Oklahoman, and it is this I am writing about. 

No doubt you know that my work here has to do. with the Kiowa, 
Comanche, Delaware, Caddo, Wichita, Apache Indians; a great num
ber of all these use peyote to some extent. 

Before assuming the attitude toward this bill which you did, I am 
sure you infot·med yourself upon the subject; but, unfortunately, Mr. 
MCCLINTIC, the medical professi<>n i·eally knows very little about the 
efl'eet of peyote or its actual value in disease, if any. 

Dr. Ernest E. Hadley, of St. Elizabeths Hospital, Washington, D. C., 
wrote me some time ago, requesting that I assist him in obtaining a 
supply of the drug for experimental work, as be and D<>ctor Nolon 
were contemplating some such work. It was my intention of carrying 
out some experiments of my own and checking with the re ults obtained 
by these two d<>ctors. Working separately and then comparing results 
would be much more reliable than if all were working together. At 
first I thought I could obtain the peyote for Hadley and myself, as 
one of the peyote doctors (Indian) promised to supply me; but he 
has failed to do so, and I doubt that he will, as the Indians a.re suspi
cious <>f all whites regarding their intention toward peyote, and it is 
impossible to obtain the drug through the regular drug firms, and the 
Indians send one of their number into Mexico for the drug. 

Mr. l\ICCLINTIC, I do hope you w<>n't think me too presumptions 1n 
this matter, and I am perfectly well aware that you are able to look 
out for your own interest; however. I feel that you may not fully 
understand what particular element it is that is stirring up the war 
on peyote. 

It is the missionaries that are continually writing about tbe peyote 
orgies, etc. ; it is this element that will fight you if you stand up for 
the Indians in their use of this drug. Unfortunately, there is no 
proof that pl!yote bas any real value in disease. We have only the 
Indians' word for it. Personally, I believe there must be some thera
peutic value to the drug; but this is only an opinion, and not be ing 
a Murphy, Osler, or Mayo, my poor opinion is of little value. The 
missionaries can not prove that it has no value; but you know bow 
public sentiment goes, and these missionaries have great influence in 
oome quarters. From what I can learn, their fight is not ba ed upon 
the actual physical harm done the Indian by the use of peyote-that 
is an excuse to offer the public-but it is because the peyote church 
is gaining more converts than the missionaries, and one familiar with 
the average missionary and his work amon~ the Indians is not sur
prised. These men are, as a rule, narrow, b1goted. and overbearing in 
their attitude toward any who do not " think or pretend to think a.s 
they do." They sometimes ride roughshod over old Indtan trndition, 
custom, aud belief ; and I am sorry to say that some <>f them destroy 
the " belief" of the Indian in the Gods of his forefathers, yet give him 
n<>thing in place of it. 

This same thing exists in regard tG peyote. Instead of going about 
quietly and really studying the drug or have it investigated by men 
qualified to do so, they jump in and begin' telling the Indian it is no 
good, he is a fool to use it, and ncle Sam is going to stop it, e tc., 
and write letters about the peyote meetings that are as far from the 
truth (some of them) as we are from the sun. 

It is not my intention to bore you with my opinion, etc.; my idea 
was merely to let you know t hat in opposing the bill against peyote 
you will incur the enmity of these missionaries here at least, and they 
are not such good Christians as to love their enemies. 

I can state positively that I have never found any reason to think 
the Indians worship the peyote cactus itself; all state positively that 
they worship a Su~reme Being, an invisible God, and pray to Ilim and 
thank Him for givrng them peyote to heal their ills. It might be t hat 
Belo Cozard, Apache, Okla., R. F. D., could furnish evid~nce of the 
healing qualities of peyote; he ls an educated Indian of more than 
average intelligence and bas studied and used peyote for 30 years; 
is the leading peyote doctor in this locality. 

Now, Mr. McCLINTIC, please pardon me for butting in on this matter. 
I have informed you bow matters stand here. These missionaries are 
determined to wipe out the peyote church and are using the United 
States Government to do it. I know nothing about peyote, but have 
been here since September and although I treat from 10 to 18 Indian• 
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every day and have been in many, many Indian homes I have never 
observed any of the dreadful things supposed to exist among these 
peyote eaters. I am neither against peyote nor for it; only I believe 
in fair play for all, and think we should first prove that peyote is 
what the missionaries claim it is before calling upon Congress to 
adopt drastic steps to eradicate it; but above all I did not want to 
see JIM MCCLINTIC get these missionaries on his trail without warn
ing him, even if I had to presume upon his many kindnesses to me to 
do it. You know the pulpit wields a dreadful power, second only to 
the press. 

Once more asking you to pardon me for butting in, and assuring 
you that it is only my regard for you that encourages me to write 
1his letter and trusting that you will not hesitate, if I can obtain any 
desired information, to call upon me, but keep my name from the 
missionary board unless you need to use this information for your 
own benefit. I beg to remain, with many thanks for past favors, 

Gratefully and respectfully yours, 

?\Ir. ~fcCLINTIC. l\fr. Speaker, I have a telegram authoriz
ing me to use the letter. 

MESSAGE FROl.'1 THE 8ENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 

clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bill of the fol
lowing title, in which the concurrence of the House of Rep
resentatives was requested: 

S. 4030. An act for the relief of Capt. Murray A. Cobb. 
The mess~i'ge also announced that the Senate had passed 

with amendments the bill H. R. 13559, the Interior Department 
appropriation bill, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Hepresenta.tives was requested. 

.The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
joint resolution (S .• J. Res. 259) authorizing the President t-0 
abrogate the international agreements embodied in certain Ex
ecuti•e orders relating to the Panama Canal, in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

~ay to conf~rm with the. p~n of the permanent system of highways 
m that portion of the Distnct of Columbia outside of the cities of 
Washington and ~ Georgetown there is appropriated such sum as is 
necessary for said ·purpose during the fiscal year 1924 to be paid 
wholly out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. ' 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, in connection \Vith that 
point of order, verifying my suggestion to the Chair last night 
to the effect that the provision has been treated for several 
years by the courts as law, I have here a letter from Presi<lent 
Rudolph, of the Board of Commissioners of the District, re
sponding to my inquiry, which letter is as follows: 

COMMISSIONJilRS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
ExECUTIVE OFFICE, 

Washington, Janum·y 6, 1923. 
Hon. Louis c. CRAMTON, 

Chairman of Subcommittee on Appropr iations, 
District of Columbia, House of Repr esentatives. 

Mr DEAR MR. CRAMTON: Referring to your inquiry as to whether any 
question has been raised in the courts whether certain legislation con
tained in the District appropriation act for the fiscal year 1914 ("C. S. 
Stats., vol. 37, p. 950), is-permanent law, I beg to advise you that this 
provisiou has always been considered by the commissioners and by the 
courts as permanent law. The corporation counsel advises that in no 
case which bas been instituted under this law bas the question of its 
permanency been raised. A. great deal of District legislation, such as 
the public utilities law, the law regarding policemen and firemen's 
pension~, and other similar enactments, have been carried in District 
appropriation acts. · 

Since. the enactment of this law, annual appropriations have been 
made in the District appropriation act from year to year to carry out 
its provisio.ns. 

In the ·annual report of the Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia for the fiscal year 1922 (p. ~5), you will see that 46 condemnation 
cases were before the courts during the year, of whlch a considerable 
number were instituted under the provisions of this law. 

Some of the more important cases now pending in court which were 
in:stitute<l under th e provisions of this law are the opening of all 
streets in Barry farm, a subdivision in the vicinity of St. Elizabeths 
Hospital ; the opening of Webster, Allison, and Buchanan Streets and 

I~TERIOR DEPARTMENT .APPROPRIATIONS. Arkansas Avenue; the opening of Western Avenue between Massachu
setts and Wisconsin Avenues; and the widening of Southern Avenue 

l\Ir. CRA1\1TON. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that between Bonini Road and Livingston Road. Other larger condemna
the Interior Department appropriation bill be taken from the tion cases in contemplation are the widening of Canal Road from 
table, all amendments be disagreed to, and the bill sent to con- A~~~1-~;;~c~n.£l0:~ ~;~~tbi~0r}i~h~infl~~\!0~~kaC~e~~eP':!~~ning of 
ference, and that the Chair appoint the conferees. very respectfully, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\fichigan asks unani- CuNo H. RunoLPH, 
mous consent to take from the . Speaker's table the Interior President Board of ((ommi.ssioners of the Distt·ict of Columbia. 

Departnient appropriation bil1 ( H . R. 13559) and disagree to It will be seen from this letter that many of the cases 
the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. Is there brought under this provision are pending in the courts of the 
objection: District, but no attorney appearing before ·those courts and 

Mr. CRAl\ITO:N. I will say that the gentleman from Okla- opposing the proceedings instituted under this section has 
homa [1\Ir. CARTER] has no objection. . seen fit to question its validity as law. Not only can Congress 

Mr. UA.RTEH. l\1ay I ask the gentleman if he h110ws of any Yery. 'Yell afford to follow the interpretation of the courts, but 
changes that have been made in the House bill? I feel that it would be dangerous for the House now to have a 

l\lr. CRAMTON. I noted by t11e press that the bill as re- holding that this is not law. It might have a disturbing effect 
ported to the Senate carried an increase of only $363,000. I upon many proceedings pending in the courts. · 
have not had an opportunity to check up the changes by the , l\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask 
committee or on tbe floor ·of the Senate. the chairman of the subcommittee as to a question of fact. I 

Mr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Sp€aker, reserving the right to object, notice that in lines 17 and 18 it speaks of "that portion of· 
I should like to ask tbe gentleman, after hearing that two or the District of Columbia outside of the cities of Washington 
three page letter from a dpctor who did not know anything and Georgetown." W_bat. are the boundary districts of tbe 
about peyote, if he is going to permit the paragraph for the city of Washington?• 
suppression of peyote to go out of the bill without giving the Mr. CRAMTON. As . my colleague from Kentucky [1\1r. 
House a chance to pass on it? JOHNSON] bas pointed out so well, there is at the present time 

l\Ir. CRA.1\ITON. I will say to the . .gentleman that he realizes no such entity as the city of Washington. There was at one 
that when going into conference one does not like to commit time, however. 
himself, particularly \Yhen he bas not ha<l an opporfunity. to Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is what I understood. 
consult llis coJieagues. Mr. CRAMTON. There is now a District of Columbia. 

l\Ir. BLAXTON. Tile gentleman knows that the House ha~ . Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is no city · of Washing
passe<l on that matter seYeral times by a very uecided vote. . ton, there are no boundary limits to the city of Was)lington. 

:Mr. CRAl\ITON. l\Iy own personal desire under existing con~ If you put into _the statute _that the territory in question shall 
dition ~ would be to retain the House iiro•ision. . be the territory between the limits of the city of Washington 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Will the gentleman gile us a chance to pass and the boundary of the District of Columbia, just what do 
on that before be lets it go out? you mean, and over what specific territory· would the com-

M1-. CRAl\ITON. I hardly " ;ant to pledge myself on · that. mission's authority extend under this law? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. I .object, l\fr. Sveaker. l\Ir. CRAl\lTON. Mr. Chairman, the question the gentleman 
The SPEAKER. 'l'he gentleman from Texas objects. raises as to the language in the appropriation affected is, of 

DISTRICT o:F' COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS. com:se, not material to the determination of the validity of 
On motion of l\lr. CRAUTON the House resolved itself into the act of 1914 on which the point of order is based. There 

the Committee of the Whole House on· the state of the Union may be some desirable change in this language, but it would 
for the further consiueration of tht> Dish·ict· of Columbia ap- not affect the validity of the act. of 1914. 
propriation bill (H. R. 13660), with Mr. HrcKs in the chair. l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. l\Ir. Chairman, if the gentle-

The CHAIR~1AN. ~Vhen the committee rose on yesterday man wil_l permit, I would .state ~n con~ection with the remarks 
there was pendmg a pomt of order made by the gentleman from m~d.e b3 t~e gentleman f1om W1sco~sm [Mr. CooPER] that tbe 
Texas [Mr. BLAN'rox] against a paragraph in the bill. In or- i or1gmal city 'Ya~ first ch~rtered m l.902, and that charter 
der that the :;\Jembers may be infonnecl as to what the para- gave to the city of Washmgton no bound~ry whatever. It 
graph is, the Chair without objection will ask the Clerk to read w~s as br<?ad as t.he face ~f t~e earth. Th": charter ne•er e•en 
the paragraph again. said that It was m the D1~trict of Columb1~. . 

The Clerk -read as follows: Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chan·rnan, on the pomt of order, m re-
To c3;rq out the provisions contained in the District of Columbia spect to the Jetter read by the chairman of the subcommittee, 

appropriation act for the fiscal year 1914, which authorize the com- it seems to me that this slreds no light whate•er upon this 
missioners to open, extend, or widen any street, avenue, road, or high- question. The opinion of the Commissioner of the District 

LXIV- -87 
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of Columbia has nothing whatever to do with the question 
of whether or not the law authorizes this. The question as 
to whether or not some atto-rney 'has failed to raise the ques
tion has no beari'llg trpon the matter. The Chair is here called 
upon to pass :o:n this with reference to the language and sph'it 
of the law authorizing these a,ppropriati<>ns, lllld upon nothing 
else. I have no -objection whatever to the gentleman from 
Michigan [.Mr. 0B.A.MTON] submitting a letter from the commis
sioner . but I certainly would feel that a parliamentary ruling 
based upon a letter of this character would be out of keeping 
with the parliamentary practices <)f the House. The Chair 
must go back to the original legislation to determine the na
ture of that authority, and pass upon this question in the light 
of the permanent law. 

The CIIAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle
man from Michigan or the gentleman from Kentucky a que!Y 
tio11. Since the passag.e .of this act of 1914, with that proviso 
in it, have nny streets in the District of Columbia been opened 
up without u -speeial act of Congress, or have they all been 
opened up witbout .special acts of Congress? 

l\Ir. STAFF'ORD. No. 
l\1r. BLAY'l'ON. No ; not one. 
Mr. CRAi\ITON. Since the act o! 1914 proceeding-s have 

been in tituted. anu streets have been opened under that act 
of 1914. but whether th~e has been any special act that did 
open ·ome . .special street I c.a.n not telL I think not. 

Mr. YADDEN. The 'Street were opened as the result of 
COUL't decrees. 

)1r. CRAMTON. Decrees based on the act of 1914. 
Tile CHAIRMAN. Then the Ch.air will assume that all 

street opened up since i914 have been opened up under the 
authorization of the a.ct of 1914? 

~Ir. STAFFORD. Mr . .Chairman, after yeste.r<lar· ~ pi-oceed
ings. I spoke to the clerk -of our committee and he- told me 
that all proceedings for opening streets, damage suit:s, and the 
like, condenmati,on PJ!Oceedi"ngs. have been under this general 
authorization act of 1914, and to _my knowledge no special 
act llas passed the House since 1914 providing for the opening 
of streets, whereas prior to that time on District days we 
frequently had specia'l b1lls for that purpose. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Cllairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DowELL~ is emmently correct. ~'he Indian ap-propria.tion 
bill for years can·ied two-thirds of its provisions not authorized 
by substantive law. They were treated ns permanent law until 
the gentleman from :Kew York [Mr. SNYDER] resorted to his 
rights wlien he became a little peeved a.bout his authority be
ing taken away from his committee by the Committee on Ap
propriations, and made points of order, and section after sec
tion went out of -tl.iat bill, until, under special 'rule, the bill 
had to be brought in here and revamped in a 1egislati"ve way. 
The Chair will remember that. Because provisions in an ap
propriation bill have long been considered as permanent law is 
no reason why they are ·permanent law. Here is the crux of 
the wllole business. If the Chair will reat in yesterday's Star 
and yesterday's Times he will find QUt the pm})ose Qf this pro
vision. He wili see that ther-e is a new plan entirely for the 
city here in the widening of numerous ~treets and the opening 
of several streets. The main plan is to widen a number of 
streets in the city of Washmgton, and they want to do it with
out any supervision of Congress whatever. This indefinite pro
vision for the appropriation here could amount to forty or fifty 
million dollars before we get through with it. · 

:rtfr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ur. Chairman, . will the gentle
man yield? 

l\Ir. 'BLANTON. Yes. 
l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. This law, if interpreted as it is 

now claimed it ought to be interpreted and a1ways has been 
interpreted, would be similar to a law-I never beard of one-
which would authorize a city council to give to a committee 
of that council the authority, in the discretion of such com
mittee, to open, extend, or wi-Oen any street in that city. 

l\fr. BLANTON. Ex-:actly. If they wanted to extend a street 
through Rock Creek Park they could do it under the provisions 
of this bill. 

1\Ir. COOPER o! Wisconsin. Congress, under the Constitu
tion. takes the pla-ce of a city council for Washington and h1ls 
exclusiYe authority to enact laws to govern it. 

1\lr. BLANTON. Yes; and we ought not to delegate that 
autllority. 

~Cr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And yet we have, as a common 
council, turned ave1· to a commission the right to open, extend, 
or " 'iden a11r street-a commission not chosen by Congress nor 
by the people of Washington. . 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. CR.Al)CTON. The argument the gentleman is making now 
and the reinforcement of the gentleman from Wisconsin fl\fr. 
CooPER] are both 'llS to the d~ability of lodging that judgment 
in the commissioners. · 

1\Ir. BLANTON. That is exactly what this provision does. 
l\Ir. C:B,AMTON. That has nothing whatever to do with the 

question of the validity of the aet of 1914. That is the question 
that is before the Chair. It is not a question as to whether it is 
a. wise law, but as to whether it is law. 

Mr. BLANTON. It was never contemplated in, 1914 by the 
committee that put in that provision that they should have 
blanket authority to widen any street they saw fit in the city of 
Washington. Quite a numbeT -0f .streets that are in the program 
were mentioned in yesteruay evening's paper. They took it for 
granted that this pr-0vision was going to get by, and they let 
the cat out of the bug and showed how many different streets 
they expected to widen right away. I know something about 
widening streets and the cost of such a thing. Write to the city 
of San Antonio or ask-0ur colleague [Mr. WURZBACH] how much 
it has cost the city of San .Antonio to widen two streets in that 
city, and he will tell you something a.bout the expense of it. 

It could run up into fifty, sixty, eventy, or one hundred mil
lion dollars in a very short time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. llr. Chairman, if I may take one more min
ute to suggest to the Uhair the question bef-0re the committee is 
not the wisdom of the act of 1914. And it is not the question of 
the wisdom of the appropriation ,proposed in the pending bill 
It is as to whether the act of 1914 is to-day valid law. If it b 
not valid, any proceedings to widen streets and to -0pen new 
streets brought under that law of 1914 would be knocked out by 
the courts; they would not sustain a.ny proceedings whatever. 
It is immaterial whether this section is in the appropriation act 
or not. If the act of 1914 is not law to-day, this section does not 
make it law. It -()Illy gi"n's the money to carry into -effect pro
ceedings under it. If it is law, proceedings will be sustained 
under it; if it is not law, they will not, whether we give this 
item or not. So the question of the wisdom of the act is not 
before the committee. The question of wisdom of making ap
propriations to carry on proceeflings under the act will eome 
before the House when the point of order is -disposed of. 

Mr. ZIHL1\1AN. \Vill the gentleman yield for a question'? 
l\fr. CRA1\1TON. I will. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. So that we may get the record straight, 

does not the a(t of 1914 provide that the courts must assess 
benefits equal to the damages, and so the statement of the 
gentleman from Texas is entirely erroneous. 

l\fr. CRA.l\f'l"'ON. Yes ; of cour ·e that affects the question of 
the wisdom of the law but not its permanency. 

Mr. ZIHL:UA.l'i. The gentleman referred to the enormous 
cost of opening streets. l\fy understanding is that the act 
of 1914 pro-vides that the benefits must be assessed equal to 
the damages. 

l\fr. CRA.MTON. Certainly. And these expenses to carry 
out proceedings contained in this section referred to are paid 
wholly out of the revenues of the District. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, if my memory serves me, the 
original authority under which the commissioners will act is 
found in the twentieth volume of the Statutes at Large. What 
relation to that subsequent legislation has had I can not say, 
but tl1ere is only one amendment to that law that I know of. 
Whether the 1914 law applies I can not say, but if any of you 
are at a loss with regard to what the authority is you had better 
begin to study the twentieth volume. I just make that sug
gestion because my memory is pretty certain that that is 
where it is. 

Mr . .JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chainnan, it occurs to 
me that the provision in the bill which is now under consid
eration is not at all a bad one. However, the question is not on 
Its merits or demerits. and instead of that the question comes 
directly upon the point of order. The act of 1914 has been 
much discussed, but it has not been read for the benefit of the 
House, so I will read it: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized to open, extend, or widen any street, avenue, roacl, or 
highway to conform with the plan of the permanent system of ~i17h
ways in that portion of the District of Columbia outside of the c1t1e3 
of Washington and Georgetown, adopted under the act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1893, as amended by the act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1898, by condemnation uncler the provisions of subchapter 1 
o'f chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia: Pro
vided That tht> entire amount found to be due and awarded by the 
jury 'under such proceedings as damages for and in respPct of the 
iand condemned, plu .~ the coRt nnd expei1Res of said proceedin)!s. shall 
be assessed b:v the jury a~ . bPnPfitR : .4.1ul vroi•ided fttrthet·, That t be 
costs and exi)enfles of the cond.Pmnation proceedings ta.ken under t~e 
provisions hereof and th!' amflunts awarded as damages for and iq 
respect of the Inncl con1lemped hall be paid entirely from th.e re".enues 
of the District of Columbia, and Rhall be repaid to the sn1d District 
of Columbia from the assessments fo1· benefits and covered into the 
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Treasury of the United States to the credit of the revenues. of the 
District of Columbia. and such sum as is necessary for said pur
pose during the fiscal year to end June 30, 1914, is hereby appro
priated, payable entirely from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman reread the first line? I 
did not get that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. " That the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to open, extend, 
or widen any street, avenue, road, or highway to conform with 
the plau of the permanent system of highways," and so forth. 

The question now arises, l\fr. Chairman, whether that makes 
permanent or only temporary law. That provision is in the 
apprnpriation bill for 1914, and therefore made law for that 
year only. Because since that time a point of order has not 
been made against it in different appropriation bills does not 
make it permanent law. The commissioners themselves have 
not regarded it as permanent law. They from time to time 
have prepared and sent bills to the District Committee asking 
for authority to condemn land for streets. As has been well 
said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\fr. CooPER], because 
the question has not been raised in the courts does not make 
permanent a temporary law. The same reason applies because 
the question has not ~!;!en raised in the House. It may drift 
along from year to year as a temporary law, but it can not be 
made permanent merely because no Member of the House ever 
chose to make a point of order against it. As I said at the out
set, I am not undertaking to question the merits of the proposi
tion. As a member of the subcommittee I let it go by, believing 
it just as well to let the commissioners have that authority, 
but I believed all the while, and I believe now, that there is no 
question that it is subject to the point of order. Again, I wish 
to say I am not opposing the item on its merits, but I do think, 
for the purpose of having the rules of the House followed, that 
the point of order should be sustained. 

Mr. TILSON. If the Chair will indulge me just a moment, 
it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the question for the Chair 
to <.leckle is a simple one, and one that has no relation whatever 
to the merits or demerits of this alleged law. The language 
of the paragraph of the bill is simply sufficient to make the 
appropriation to be. used to carry out the provisions contained 
in a certain act referred to. If there is no law now, certainly 
there is no attempt here to create law. It simply attempts to make 
au appropriation to carry out the provisions of a law which is 
cited here in this paragraph. There can be no harm done, it 
seems to me, if there is an appropriation made for carrying out 
the provisions, of a law that does not in fact exist. This does 
not make Jaw; therefore, if there be no law, its provisions can 
not be carried out even though we make an appropriation. 

l\fr. DOWELL. It occurs to me that that is no reason for 
ruling upon the point of order on the ground that it may or 
ruay not do irreparable injury. The question is whether there 
is law fo sustain thi appropriation. If not, the Chair should 
sustain this point of order and not overrule it because it will 
not do harm. 

Mr. TILSON. The Chair can not determine that. 
l\Ir. DOWELL. I want to suggest another thing: In the ap

propriation bills where there is legislation intended to be per
manent you will recall that the Committee on Appropriation8 
places the word " hereafter " in the legislation ; it then applies 
to other appropriations outside of the bill pending and then is 
subject to a point of order. In this provision there is nothing 
to indicate that it is permanent law. 

Mr. TILSON. This paragraph would certainly not make it 
permanent law. There is no attempt to legislate in this para
graph. It simply attempts to make an appropriation to carry 
out the provisions of a law supposed to be already in existence. 
If it is already in existence, this appropriation can be used for 
that purpose, and so far as the Chair is concerned, he is not 
called upon to determine whether that law is wise, whether it 
is permanent, whether it is . temporary, or what the nature of 
the law is. 

Mr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. TILSON. Yes. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. If the legislative provision is passed only 

for one fiscal year and at the termination of that fiscal year 
ceases to be law, how could it be the basis for an appropriation? 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman is assuming that that is so. It 
does not appear to be so. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is my contention. 
:Mr. TILSON. But this paragraph attempts to appropriate 

funds to carry out the provisions of a certain law. If there is 
no such law the money can not be expended. So far as the 
Chair is concerned, this paragraph states that there is such a 
law, and cites the year in which it was passed, and appropriates 
a sum of money to carry out its provisions. 

. 
l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman mean 'to 

say that there is such a law or there was such a law? 
Mr. TILSON. I say that, so far as this bill is concerned, 

there is such an act as that referred to in this paragraph. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There was such an act, and 

that act has died. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is dead. 
Mr. DOWELL. The mere statement in this paragraph as to 

legislation heretofore enacted is of no value to the Chair in 
ruling upon this question. The parliamentary proposition is 
that there must be legislation to sustain this appropriation. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Kentucky has just read 
a portion of that legislation. 

Mr. DOWELL. It is purely for the Plll'POSe of construing the 
lano<>uage of that legislation. Does the gentleman construe the 
paragraph read by the gentleman from Kentucky to be perma
nent law upon which this appropriation can be based? 

l\1r. TILSON. I do not think the Chair is called upon to de
termine whether that is permanent law or not. 

l\fr. DOWELL. That is the law referred to in this specific 
paragraph, and it is the only provision that the Chair appar
ently has to pass upon; and unless that is construed to be per
manent law, it seems to me there is no question before the 
Chair, because no permanent law has been pointed out, unless 
the gentleman construes the language in the paragraph read by 
the gentleman from Kentucky to be permanent law. 

Mr. TILSON. I do not think it is necessary for the Chair to 
go back and pass upon the previous act referred to in this 
paragraph. 

l\fr. DOWELL. Is it not a well-known principle that before 
an appropriation will stand the one who offers it must show 
the law upon which the appropriation is made? 

Mr. TILSON. The Members supporting this paragraph have • 
cited that law and read it into the RECORD. 

Mr. DOWELL. But the gentleman himself will not say to 
the Chair that it is permanent law. 

Mr. TILSON. So far as the Chair is called upon to rule, it 
is permanent law, in my judgment. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the position 
that I take is that the act of 1914, which is a part of an appro
priation act of that year, made law for that year only. The 
Code of Law for -the District of Columbia, section 491a, makes 
the permanent law. That permanent law reads as follows: 

Whenever land is needed for the opening, extension, widening, or 
straightening of any street, avenue, road, or highway in the District 
of Columbia authorized by Congress, the Commissioners of the D.is
trict of Columbia may institute in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia sitting as a district court by petition a proceeding in rem 
for the condemnation of the land needed. 

Now, the act of 1914, I can only repeat, made law only for 
the year 1914, and in other years the permanent law set out in 
the Code of the District of Columbia, which I have just read, 
must prevail. 

Mr. BLANTON. And that requires an act of Congress. 
· Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That gives the commissioners 

no power to open or condemn any street unless the authoriza
tion first be made by Congress. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will ;yield, 
llie provision he has just read was enacted in 1907, and the 
act of 1914 was passed even years later. 

Mr .. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the act of 1907 was perma
nent law, and the act of 1914 is law for that year only. 

l\Ir. CRAl\iTON. That is just what we are arguing about. 
Now, whether the act of 1914 was permanent law or not can 
not be determined by an act pas ed in 1907. It has nothing to 
do with th~ situation. My contention is that the act_ of 1914 
is just as much law as any law we e\-er passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It was only for that year. It 
only set aside the permanent law for that year. . 

Mr. CRAMTON. The act of 1914 was not tied to or related 
to any other item in any way. It was put in as permanent law. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HICKS). The Chair realizes that the 
determination of this question is of considerable importance. 
The gentleman from Kentucky referred to the act of April 30, 
1906. In the opinion of the Chair this law, the permanency of 
which is not questioned, authorizes the institutions of condemna
tion proceedings for the purpose of opening, extending, and widen
ing streets. It would seem to tbe Cha'ir that in the appro
priation act of 1914 the provision "that the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are authorized whenever in their 
judgment the public interest requires it to prepare a new high
way plan," is a supplementary authority giving to the commis
sioners the right under the act of 1906 to extend the highway 
system in accordance with a definite plan ; therefore the ques
tion that presents itself to the Chair is this: Is the provision in 
the act of 1914 permanent law, or was it only temporary? The 
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Chair has taken the time to consider this question rather thor
oughly, for he is alive to the fact that it has far-reaching con
sequences. 

The Chair admits that this point of order is a rather close 
one, and so far as the Chair has been able to ascertain there 
are no precedents co•ering the exact situation presented. The 
present occupant of the chair has frequently been called upon to 
render decisions involving the placing of legislati're provisions 
on appropriation bills and has uniformly held that unless it 
was clearly evident that such legislative authorization incor
porated in appropriation bills was of a permanent character 
the authorization thus created would terminate at the end of 
the fiscal year for which the appropriations were made. 

It hn.s l>een suggested that the test of permanency of legisla
tion on an appropriation bill should rest upon the use or nonuse 
of the word "hereafter," and while this is the usual and more 
positive method of making legislation permanent, the Chair dis
i-:ents from the view that this is the only test, for the Chair feels 
that otller words might easily and frequently are employed to 
aecorupllsh the same purpose. By reference to the appropriation 
act of 1914, the Chair finds that the legislative authority for the 
extension of the highway system-the permanency of which 
authority is now disputed-is clothed in this phraseology, "That 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized 
whenever in their judgment the public interest requires it," and 
so forth. It seems to the Chair that the word "whene.ver,'' as 
used in this aet, is for all intents and purposes synonymous with 
the word "hereafter." 

From a practical standpoint it is hardly conceivable that a 
comprehensive plan for streets in a great, rapidly growing city 
coul<1 be matured in any fiscal year or that future needs could 
be accurately anticipated: in any 12-month period. Any plan 

-devised by any board of engineers would undoubtedly h.a\e to be 
modified with the growth and development of the city. From 
the parliamentary standpoint the Chair is cognizant of the fact 
that under the act of 1914 streets have been opened and extended 
without additional legislation and that the courts have sustained 
condemnation proceedings under that act. By the use of the 
word " whenever " and interpreting the purpose of Congress by 
the scope of the autho1·ity granted in 1914 it seems to the Chair 
that it was the evident intention to make it an authodzation 
permanent in chai·acter, and the Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
~orgetown Bridge across Potomac River : For miscellaneous supplies 

an<l expensei:; of every kind necessarily incident to the maintenance ot 
the bridge and approaches, $2,000: Provided, That upon its completion 
the jurisdiction and control of the said bridge and ap-proacbes shall be 
un<.ler the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

l\Ir. HILL. Mr. Chairman. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRl\1.A.N. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. HILL: Page 30, line 10, after the word 

" uridge," insert a comma and the words "which shall hereafter be 
known as tbe Francis Scott Key Bridge." 

}fr. HILL. l\Ir. Chairman, the Washington Board of Trude, 
the ~ational Society of the Daughters of the American Revolu
tioh, and Yarious other organizations have asked for the per
manent naming of this bridge as a memorial to Francis Scott 
Key, whose house was at one of the abutments of the bridge. 
I offered last June a resolution for this purpose. 

This proposition was indorsed by the Washington Board of 
Trade as noted recently in the Star. 

TbP House .Joint Resolution 350 changing the name of the new 
Georgetown Bridge to the Key Bridge, was unanimously indorsed by 
thl' bridges committee of the Washington Board of Trade, meeting 
yesterday afternoon in the board rooms in the Star Building. The com
mittee believes that the Key Bridge would be a more appropriate name 
for the new structure. 

The joint resolution referred to is as follows: 
J"oint resolution (H . .T. Res. 350) naming the new bridge over the 

Potomac River at Georgetown the Francis Scott Key Bridge. 
Whereas the new bridge over tbe Potomac River at Georgetown 

abuts the District of Columbia side of the river at or near the site ot 
the home of Francis Scott Key at the time he wrote the national 
anthem, and bec<ctuse of this is popularly known as the Key Bridge; 
and 

Whereas there is no monument or other memorial to Francis Scott 
Key in the National Capital: Therefore be it 

Resolved .• etc., That the official designation of said bridge be, and it 
is hereby declared to be, the Francis Scott Key Bridge. 

And that such designation be appropr·iately inscribed on each end 
thereof, the expense of which inscription to be defrayed from existing 
appropriation mad~ for the construction of said bridge, and the Secre-1 
tary of War is hereby authorized and directed to see that this joint 
resolution is carried into effect. 

f;Ec. 2. That this joint resolution shall take effect immediately upon 
its passage. 

The National Society, Daughters of the American Re,·olution, 
have taken the same position, as follows: 

MAY 16, 1922. 
Hon. JOHN PHCLIP HCLL, 

United States House of Representatire.s, 
Washington., D. 0. 

MY DE-lR MR. HILL: I have the honor to inform you that the 
National Society, Daughters of the American Revolution, at their 
thirty-first continental congress, held April, 1922, adopted a resolu
tion approving the effort to have the name of the new bridge crossing 
the Potomac River, which starts from the site of the old home of 
Francis Scott Key, author ot the Star-Spangled Bnnner, changed to 
Francis Scott Key Bridge. 

Very sincerely yours, 
RITA A. SA WYER, 

Recot·ding Seareta,.y General. 

The Maryland State Society, Daughters of the Revolution, 
passed the following resolutions: 

Hon. JOH~ PHILIP HILL, 

DAUGHTERS OF THE REVOLGTIO)l', 
Maryland. 

Keyset" Building, City. 
MY DEAR Sm: Tbe Mai·y~and State Society. Daughters of the Revo

lution, wish to express their hearty approval of the name " Francis 
Scott Key " tor the new bridge at Georgetown. 

Hoping you will use your influence to accomplish tbi . . we beg to 
remain, 

Very sincerely 

Jun 17, 1922. 

yours, 
MARYLAXD DAGGHTERS OF TUE REVOLUTIOS, 
MISS FRANCES STUART. 

Cot-responding Sem-etat·y, 
The Boule'l:ara, St. Pat~i anct Thirty-se.cond Streets. 

President Harding, on June 14, 1922, at Fort l\IcHenry, Balti-
more, said in re.ference. to F1·ancis Scott Key : · 

F1·anci<; Scott Key, though he produced some splendid lines, was 
not a great poet. Ile was less, but he was also more, than a great 
p-0et. He was possessor of a patriotism wbicb in a supreme moment 
could make words and meters its creatures and servitors; and so a 
modest genius was raised in one flaming boor to place among the 
immortals. 

• • • • 
To give l'inging voice to such a conviction, to such an inspiration, 

was onP of the greatest services which any man could do for the 
young Republic. That was the service of Francis Scott Key. It was 
not in the production of soul-stirring lines, thrilling with martial 
appeal; it was in the contribution of his ~reat hymn toward creating 
that ense ot national pride and that realization of responsitiility fo1· 
a g1-eat adventure in behalf of humanity whicli became at last the 
inspiration of Union preserved and of nationalism established. 

• • • • • • • 
I think it fair to say that we have come here to-day. not ~() 

much to pay tribute to the genius which caught the inspiration of a 
tital moment and wrote that inspiration into one of the songs of the 
ageR, but rather more to memorialize the patriotic service of tbt 
author in bis everlasting contribution to the soul uplift and exalta
tion ot his countrymen who live after him. 

Finally, the history ot the old bridge is contained in ths 
following letter in the Star of November 23, 1922, fro.m the 
regent of the local chapter of the Daughters of the American 
Re,·olution: 

[From The Star, Thursday, Novembel' 23, 1922.J 
D. A. R. PROTESTS NAME PROPOSED FOR NEW BRIDGfl. 

To the Edito1· of The Star: 
The new bridge spanning the Potomac from the ~rounds of the old 

home of Francis Scott Key to the shores of Virgmia is about com
pleted. It will soon be dedicated and given a name to stand for all 
time. Shall the Nation honor King George of England or the Ameri
can poet-patriot, Francis Scott Key? Unless patriotic citizens voice 
a demand that the United States Congress can not disregard, the 
opportunity will be forever lost of naming this bridge in honor of 
Franci Soott Key. Secretary Weeks bas informed- us that the power 
rests in Congrei;s alone. All plans and specifications used in the 
bridge construction bear the words " Francis Scott Key bridge." Un
fortunately, a rider to an appropriation bill presented to CongreS's 
and passed by that body gave the name "Georgetown bridge" to the 
structure. An a1·gument was made from the floor of the Congress 
to the effect that by so changing the name the memory of George 
Washington would be honored. This was an unfortunate mistake, 
for history shows us that the old port of Georgetown was named in 
honor of King George of England. The Father of His Country WR'S 
not born until five years after George ascended the throne. Protests 
from patriotic societies and others crystallized in a resolution oft'ered 
in the House in the last session of Congress asking that the original 
name be selected, that of Francis Scott Key, be given tbe bridge. 
Tbls resolution bas not been acted upon. 

Ruth Brewster Chapter, D. A. R., passed, at its meeting Wednesday 
last, a resolution urging that Congress act favorably at this se sion 
upon the resolution to change the name ot the new structure to the 
Franci"s Scott Key bridge, and copies of this resolution were ordered 
sent to the President, Secretary of War, and the chairman of the 
District Committee, House ot Representatives. 

Georgetown is incorporated in the city of Washington, and is there
fore no longer a township; consequently the name Georgetown for 
the bridge, while perpetuating a sentimental memory of an old town, 
would convey· no definite information in future yen.rs as to tbe loca
tion of the bridge. The old Key home bas been completely changed, 
remodeled into a modern store, and is not recognizable as the old 
colonial home of the poet-patriot. Several years ago an attrmpt was 
made to save it-Admiral Dewey, president of the Francis Scott Key 
Memorial Association, working for this pul'pose; but the patriotic 
work failed, and the home was lost to the American people. Here 

' 
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at the No.tton's Capital and at this time occurs the golden opportunity 
for the Nation to dedicate a memorial of gratitude to the author of our 
national anthem-a fitting mel'J'.]orial, located practically upon the 
historic spot which was his home; to which portals he brought his 
young bride; within whose walls all of his 11 children were born, and 
where he lived at the time of the writing of " The Star Spangled 
Banner.'' 

MAUD LIPSCOMB GREENAWAil.r, 
Regen.t, Ruth Brewster Ohapter, D. A.. R. 

The name of " Georgetown " was given this bridge in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill of 1920, and it is appropriate that 
in this bill we give the more fitting name. [Applause.] 

1'Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of 
getting some informat10n. I am not opposed to the gentleman's 
amendment. I notice as to the item for highway bridge across 
the Potomac River and the Georgetown bridge across the Poto
mnc River that the opposite ends of those bridges are in the 
State of Virginia. Does the State of Virginia pay any part 
of the cost of maintenance? It paid none of the cost of con
struction. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit 
me to answer, I will do so by controverting the statement that 
the far end of the bridge is in Virginia. It has been deter
mined by the Supreme Court of the United States that the line 
between Maryland and Virginia is at high water mark on the 
Virginia side of the river. Therefore the bridge in its entirety 
is in the District of Columbia. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. But the approaches, at least, maintained by 
Congress, come from the State of Virginia onto the bridge. 

1\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That depends on what may be 
called approaches. But there is no provision in this bill for 
the maintenance of anything except the bridge. 

Mr. BLANTON. The State of Virginia is very fortunate in 
having the services of the distinguished gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. MooRE], because elsewhere wherever a river is the 
dividing line between two States a bridge going across the 
river is maintained jointly by the two States. It is built by 
the two States jointly at their expense. Where a stream is 
the line between two counties in a State, a bridge across that 
stream is built jointly by the two counties and maintained at 
joint expense by the two counties. But all of our splendid 
bridges crossing the Potomac, leading out of the District of 
Columbia into Virginia, have been paid for by the people of 
the United States and maintained by· the people of the United 
States. Virginia does not have to pay any part of the expense 
at all. 

Mr. TILSON. Does not the gentleman think that at the time 
this arrangement was made Virginia mrut have had some Rep
resentative equal in ability to the present very able Representa
tive from that Virginia district [Mr. MOORE]? 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes. 
l\fr. TILSON. And it was so arranged that Virginia would 

not have to pay for the maintenance of those bridges. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. Yes. But the continuation of the exemption 

is, I presume, largely because of the activities on the floor of 
the distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MooRE] when
ever District matters are under consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Texas 
will further permit, he has just stated that where a river is the 
diYicling line between two States a bridge across the river is 
constructed and maintained at the expense of the two States. 
That is not always the case. As I have just said, the high
water mark on the Virginia side is the line between the District 
of Columbia and Virginia, ~nd so the normal low-water mark of 
the Ohio River on the Indiana side is the line between Ken
tucky and Indiana. The jurisdiction of Kentucky extends to 
tbe Indiana banks. 

l\Ir. MOORES of Indiana. It extends to low-water mark. 
Mr . .JOHNSON of Kentucky. We do not use the terms 

" high " and " low" in the same sense there as here, because 
there is no tide in the Ohio. 

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. The Supreme Court of the United 
States decided in a case which I argued myself that the bound
ary line is low-water mark on the Indiana side. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. The Potomac River is a navigable stream. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. So is the Ohio. 
Mr. BLANTON. The Federal law usually applicable to nav

igable streams is that the dividing line is the center of the 
stream, but of course in these particular cases, in order that 
Virginia may not have to pay any part of the cost of 
maintenance, we have other provisions with regard to the 
Potomac. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
TREES A.ND PARKINGS. 

For contingent expenses, including laborers, trimmers, nurserymen, 
repair men, teamsters, hire of carts, wagons, or motor trucks, trees, 
tree boxes

1 
tree stakes, tree straps, tree labels, planting and care of 

trees on c ty and suburban streets, care of trees, tree spaces, mainte
nance-of two motor trucks, and miscellaneous items, $50,000. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This item does not include appropriation for the pur
chase of trees. Does the Government nursery raise all the 
trees required for planting in the streets of the District of Co
lumbia? And what is the total cost for raising, planting, and 
taking care of the trees in the highways of the District of 
Columbia'! 

Mr. CRA1\1TON. The Government has a nursery out north
east and raises a great many trees. My assumption is that 
they raise a.11 the trees that are needed and that there is no 
purchase of tTees. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The appropriation would be available 
for the purchase of trees, would it not? 
Mr~ CRAMTON. I think so. 
Mr. WATS ON. Under this appropriation? 
l\1r. ORAMTON. I think so. 
l\Ir. WATSON. It does not thns provide. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. It says "contingent expenses"; among 

those things included is the word " trees.'' 
Mr. WATSON. But not the purchase of trees, simply the 

planting of trees. 
Mr. CHINDBLOl\I. Why limit it to anything outside of pur

chasing'! 
Mr. WATSON. This clause does not provide for purchasing 

trees, only for planting and the taking care of them. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Those words are not in the item. 
Mr. WATSON. There is no item here givin~ power to buy 

trees. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Colonel Sherrill stated before the commit

tee that only a small portion of it is devoted to the setting 
out of n~ trees. The care of all of the trees on the streets 
in the District is upon the city, rather than up.on the property 
owners. They state, however, they expect to plant a few new 
trees from year to year, and he says they have not enough 
money to set out the number required to keep up with the loss of 
trees from decay. They have nurseries, of course. 

Mr. WATSON. Is it the purpose to continue planting trees 
in the streets? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; to continue to replace the trees lost 
through decay. 

Mr. WATSON. Are they not taking away the trees in 
some of the commercial streets? 

Mr. CRA.MTON. There is only a limited amount of that. 
There may be circumstances where that is done. 

Mr. WATSON. Then it is practical to plant trees and to 
continue so to do in the streets of Washington? 

Mr. ORAMTON. It appears to be, and I think that is one 
of the beauties of the city. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
To enable the commissioners to carry out the provisions of existing 

law governing the collection and disposal of garbage, dead animals1 night soil, and miscellaneous refuse and ashes in the District or 
Columbia (no contract shall b~ let for the collection of dead ani· 
mals), including inspection and allowance to inspectors for main
tenance of horses and vehicles used in the performance of official 
duties, not to exceed for each inspecto1· $20 per month for a horse 
and vehicle; fencing of public .and private property designated by 
the commissioners as public dumps ; and incidental expenses, $825,000 : 
Provided, That any proceeds received from the disposal of city 
refuse or garbage shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the United States and the District of Co
lumbia in the same proportions as the appropriations for such pur
poses are paid from the Treasury of the United States and the ' 
revenues of the District of Columbia: Provided fm·ther, That this ap
propriation ·shall not be available for collecting ashes or miscella
neous refuse from hotels, places of business, and apartment houses 
and large boarding houses having a central heating plant. 

Mr. CRMITON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CRAMTON: Page 33, line 20, after the 

word "further," strike out the remainder of the para~raph and insert 
in lieu thereof_the following : " That this appropriation shall not be 
available for collecting ashes or miscellaneous refuse from hotels and 
places of business, or from apartment houses of four or more apart
ments 1n which the owner furnishes heat to tenants." 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, that is merely a redrafting 
of the proviso carried in the bill. It is drawn after havin~ the 
advantage of language submitted by the engineer commissioner, 
and, I think, puts it in more workable form. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. It changes the substante of it. 
l\Ir. CRAUTON. Not materially. 
l\lr. SANDERS of Indiana. What is the change? 

• 
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l\Ir. CRA1\1TON. It is a more workable definition as to the 
class of buildings that would be exempted. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. It says apartment houses. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
:\Ir. SANDERS of Indiana. You have changed it to designate 

certain apartment houses and to leave out others. 
Mr. CRAl\fTON. Yes. 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. What is the reason for that? 
Mr. CRAMTON. That is, those apartment houses wdth four 

or more apartments, where they get their heat from a central 
plant, where it is furnished to them by the owners. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. And you ex~ept them? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. They can collect ashes from the small 

apartments. 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. But they can not collect them 

from apartments having more than four apartments? 
l\fr. CRAMTON. No. The present law is more stringent than 

this. This is somewhat of a relaxamon. 
l\lr. SA..."N"DERS of Indiana. The way it is drawn, it provides 

that the appropriation shall not be used--
Mr. CilAl\ITON. If the gentleman desires to know what the 

current law is, it provides that ashes, and so forth, shall not 
be collected "from hotels, places of business, apartment houses, 
and large board·ing hou es." Arr apartment may have perhaps 
two or three apartments in it, and each apartment may have its 
own beating plant, coal . tove, and so forth; but they can not 
collect ashes from that little place, and it is not really big 
enough for anyone in it to handle a wagon. The result is that 
it '''orks a hardship that is not desirable. 

::\fr. SANDERS of Inrliiana. And the gentleman's amendment 
liberalizes that? 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Yes; ancl still does not go so far as to take 
cai·e of large apartment houses. It was suggested that " large " 
is nu uncertain term. · 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. And the word "large" in the bill 
now would a1)ply only to boarding houses, anrl apartment houses 
are cut out altogether? 

l\f r. CRAl\ITON. Yes. • 
~fr. SANDERS of Indiana. You liberalize it by including 

certain apartment houses. 
~fr. CRA1\1TON. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 

will permit, I invite the attention of the gentleman from Michi
gan to the word "owner" in the amendment. I suggest that 
that word be stricken out and in its stead some sueh word as 
" proprietor " he used. 

Mr. CRAl\fTON. Or lessor? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Because it is frequently the 

case that the owner of the house is not the landlord of the 
tenants who occupy it. 

Mr. CRAl\!TON. What woul<l tbe gentleman think of using 
the word " lessor "? 

:\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Would it not be better to use 
the word " landlord " ? 

l\lr. CH°INDBLOM. Why not omit all reference to the char
acter of the proprietor or owner of it and simply say "where 
heat. is furnished for a central heating plant" ? 

Mr. CRAMTON. There are some complications connected 
with that. :lllr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to mollify 
the amendment by striking out the word " owner " and insert
ing in lieu thereof the word 1

' landlord." 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to .the modification? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 

modified. 
~rhe Clerk read as follows : 
Page 33, line 20, after the word "further" strike out the remainder 

of the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following : 
"That this appropriation shall not be available for collecting ashes 

or mbcellaneous refuse from hotels, places of business, or from apart
ment h<mses of four or more apartments in which the landlord fur
nishes hent to tenants." 

Tile CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he Clerk read as follow : 
For the purchase of a site now occupied by Hoover Playground, lo

catf•d in square 546, containing 65,000 square feet, at 25 cents per 
square foot, $17,000. 

i\IL" BLAN'l'ON. :.\fr. Chairma1i. I make the point of order 
against the paragraph as being legislation unauthorized on an, 
appl'opriation bill. _ 

)fr. CRAMTON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman withhold 
his point of orde1· for a moment? 

31 '" BLANTON: I reserve the point of or<ler. 
::\Ir. CRAM'l'ON. This item proposes the purchase of a site 

fo1· playground purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the g~ntleman is going to continue to 
take up all legislative matters and consider them in the Appro
priations Committee, we , might just as well do a way with the 
District of Columbia Committee ·entirely. While under the 
rules the District is permitted to have a District day, the 
chairman has not claimed it here for months. . 

Mr. CRA1\1TON. Well, he has made some expressions he 
wanted it . 

Mr. BLANTON. Expressions do not amount to anything. 
l\1r. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit me, I under

stand it is the Hoover item to which the gentleman refers. The 
Hoover item has been used as a playground since 1916 under a 
lease, and it is now proposed to buy it at a price that seems 
very reasonable to insure its continuance. Now, as to the point, 
the item is subject to a point of order, and if the gentleman 
insists upon the point of order it will go out. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to reserve some little work for the 
District of Columbia to do. 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. If the gentleman will permit, and be has 
been very kind to yield to me, let me complete this state
ment. This is subject to a point of order if the gentleman in
sists upon it. I hope very much that the point of order will not 
be -insisted upon, because there is an opportunity to buy this laud 
at a reasonable price. It is being used. and we want to con
tinue to use it for the same purpose. Now, as to the matter 
of this committee encroaching on the prerogatives of the legisla
tive committee, we have not done so except in very few cases. 
'Ve have been very careful to avoid encroaching upon the pre
serves of the legislative committee. We have only done so 
where it is closely connected with an expenditure. There are 
no purely legislative provisions, but we have some appropria
tions which are not supported by existing law where it was for 
the purpose of extending work in progress. There is no basis 
for it, and I can not make an argument as to the parliamentary 
situation, but, in effect, we have these playgrounds and they 
are being used, and this is simply a part of that operation which 
is legitinrntely before us-

Mr. BLANTON. Not only this item but the next one, and item 
after item in this bill are legislative matters that should be · 
presided over by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl
vania. who has a reputation of being liberal. He is not hide
bound on this proposition. 

:Mr. CRAMTON. Let me make a connected statement here. 
I know there are several items, one went out yesterday, and 
that was the extension of the existing library system. but this 
is an extension of the existing playground system and the pur
chase of land now being used for playground purposes, and 
which will be used until somebody throws them out bodily, 
because we do not buy it. Now, there are some school items of 
which perhaps the same thing can be said. We have not gone 
beyond that in a purely legislative provision. Yesterday on the 
floor, the gentleman· will r emember, a distinguished Member of 
this House, one of the most active members of this committee, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON], from the floor criti
cized this committee very strongly because we had not gone 
further and put in certain legislative propositions that are 
within the jurisdiction of the District of Columbia Committee. 
There was a question of changing the law as to days of service 
for firemen and policemen and various othei·--

Mr. BLA.i~TON. That is just as important as this. 
Mr. CRAMTON. That was purely legislation, and this is 

simply acquiring land we are now using. 
l\lr. BLANTON. It is all right to make the policemen :mu 

firemen work seven days out of seven days. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I want to point out to tlle gentleman that 

the gentleman from Texas criticized us severely yesterday fo1· 
not going further and encroaching on the prerogatives of that 
committee, and we now are critici7.ed because we went as fat• 
as we did. · 

l\.'Ir. BLANTON. I make the point of order, l\fr. Chairman. 
The CHAIItMAN. The point of order is made against tbe 

paragraph. The Chair feels he has ample precedent to sup
port the ruling of the Chair, which is that the point of order 
is well made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the purchase ot a site at Twenty-seventh and 0 Streets XW .. 

in square 1238 (lot 803), containing 10,000 square feet, at au esti
mated cost of $5,000 ; and for the purchase of lot 804, square 1238, 
containing ~.840 square feet, at $3,000; in all, $8,000. 

l\Ir. BLA.lY.fOX. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of oruer 
that this is legislation on an appropriation bill, unauthorized 
by law. 

l\1r. CRAMTON. As to the point of order, Mr. ChaiL·man, I 
will only express my great regret that the little chihlL'en -of 
the District are to be endangered as to theit· use of the pla,r-
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grounds. As to the parliamentary situation, I admit it is sub
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. The District Committee will take care of 
them. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? . 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Has this been acted upon and recom

mended to the gentleman's committee by the District of Co
lumbia Legislative Committee? 

Mr. BLANTON. They ignore the District Committee and 
come and appropriate--

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit-
Mr. STEPHENS. I ask for information. 
Mr. CRAMTON. In none of the8e instances where we have 

put an appropriation in is there any controversy about the 
policy. There ls no one urging that we should not have play
gr<;mnds, there is no one urging that we shonld not . have 
libraries, and so we are trying to carry out what we know is 
the adopted policy. When it comes to a controversial question, 
where there is a difference of opinion as to the policies and 
it lie within the domain of Mr. FocHT's committee, we keep 
away from it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. But has this committee recommended 
thjs particuJar item? 

l\Ir. CR.Al\1TON. They have not. 
1\fr. STEPHE:KS. Would it not be advisable for them to do 

that in order that the position you take might be secure? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I want the children to have the play

grow1ds, and I repeat that where there is any controversy 
about it or where the District Committee wants a chance on it 
we wi11 keep off: it. But as to matters on which there is no 
controversy we think they want us to go ahead and get action. 

l\ir. SAJ\TDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. Yes. 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Who ls it that asks for this? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas made a point 

of order. 
l\!r. CRAl\ITON. Will the gentleman reserve it for a mo

ment? 
Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will discuss the point of 

order without going into the merits I will. 
Mr. CRAl\ITON. This came to us from the District Com

missioners and from the Budget office. 
Ir. SANDERS of Indiana. There d-0es not seem to be any 

understanding on the parf of the people who are asking for 
thi in the District as to where they should go for relief. I 
think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] is perfectly 
within his lights in making these points of order or any points 
of order against legislative matters carried in an appropria
tion bill, looking at it purely from a legislative standpoint. It 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that when these requests are 
made to the Committee on Appropriations for matters involv
jug new legislai:ion, matters of gr-eat importance to the chil
dren who want the playgrounds, in case of playgrounds and 
other matters of importance to other people in other District 
affairs, it is the duty of th~ Committee on Appropriations to 
inform th-e people who ask for that relief that their com
mittee has no power to give relief, and it is their duty to sng
ge 't that tlley go to the Di.strict Committee for relief. Those 
people desiring relief ought not to be compelled to wait until 
the last moment and-

Mr. CRAl\ITON. Let me suggest this: In this bill there was 
an item proposed by the Budget, an item to establish a white 
branch of the Industrial School for Girls. That was a proposi
tion as to which there might be controversy, concerning the 
need of the institutlon or the location of it, and so forth. 
That the Committee on Appropriations did not allow. It was a 
legislative proposition of a character which we felt we ought 
not to fool with, and it will be interesting to see how long it 
will be before there ls legislation that will authorize some-
thing of that kind. . 

Mr. SAl\TDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent, pending the reservation of a point of order by the 
gentleman from Texas [l\fr. BLANTON], to proceed for three 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objeetion to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENISON. Will my friend from Indiana yield for a 

moment? 
l\1r. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana 

whether he does not think the situation has grown out of the 
fact that, notwithstanding each committee is urged to legis-

Jate, they do not do so even when some one like the gentleman 
from Texas, who evidently is making a record here by taking 
things ~mt of bills on points of order, insists on points of order? 
They know they can go right over to the Senate and get them 
all put in. 

l\1r. BLANTON: Then why does not the whole District Com
mittee let the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FocHT] go 
back home? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOCHT. He is going. 
lllr. DENISON. They know that these items will be put in 

oYer in the Senate, so that this process of knocking out para
graphs on points o:f order is not accomplishing anything in 
the end. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I do not kn-0w. I think the gen
tleman who makes these points of order against legislative mat
ters is ~ntirely within his rights and may be ultilpately serving 
a good purpose, although he may not be in the particular case. 

Of course, the gentl~man in talking while the reservation of 
the point of order was made did not explain just when these 
pupils are to be permitted to u8e the playgrounds. We ought 
not to take a way the playgrounds from the pupils when they 
have been used since 1916. But when a situation has ari en 
where they are going to be driven off the playgrounds unless 
they get legislation, then the people who ask for this relief 
ought to be ent to the Committee on the District of Columbia, j 
and they ought to be sent to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The gentleman from Michigan [l\fr. CRA.MTON] says they are 
very discriminating, and if it is a matter involving contro
versial legislation they do send such people to the Commit tee 
on the District of Columbia. I say, l\fr. Chairman, that it is 
not up to the Committee on Appropriations to determine what 
is controversial legislation. Th~y have no- authority over any 
legislative matters, and these legislative matters ought to go to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; and if those people 
were urged to go to that committee, and if pressure were 
brought to bear on that committee, that committee would get 
action on the fioor of the House. 

'l'be trouble is we go along here and the Committee on 
Appropriations determines that they are going to reach out 
and encroach on another committee's jurisdiction, and then 
if a gentleman gets on. the fioor of the House and asserts bis 
rights and makes points o_f order against legislative provisions 
he is .criticized. 

l\ir. CHINDBLOl\I. l\Ir. Ch.airman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. 
Mr. CHINDBLOl\L What assurance is there that the Com- · 

mittee on the District of Columbia will bring up these mat
ters in preference to other matters about which there is a '.h<>t 
controversy 1 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. This House under itl; rules has 
declared that legisl11tive matters shall be referred to the Com
mitt€e on the Di.strict of Columbia and that the District of 
Col11mbia Committee shall act upon them. 

Mr. BLANTON. The children are not being run oft'. this 
property. They . will continue to stay on these playgrounds. 
This is simply a proposiHon of selling this property to the 
Government without any legislation whatever. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Then the gentleman does not 
agr"0e tbat this is one <>f the propositions that are not con
troversial? 

Mr. BLANTON. The children a.r~ playing on this land 
now. It ought to be passed upon by the District of Columbia 
Committee. 

Mr. SA.l.~DERS of Indiana. The point I make is that the 
Committee on Appropriations has no right or authority or 
jurisdiction under the ..rules of thls House to determine when 
it is going to reach out and take jurisdiction. 

1\1.r. FOCHT. Mr. Chairma~ I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes, notwithstanding the reservaj;ion of the 
point of order. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Ls there objection to the gentleman's 
request? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in regard to 

these matters the difficulty arises primarily from the fact 
that they proceed without proper consideration of the desires 
of the people of the District of Columbia, that desire being 
expressed through the various agencies appointed for such 
purposes. The Board of Education have made va.rious investi
gations. You ,ay you are going to make appropriations without 
authorization of law. You do it simply because the Committee 
on the District of Columbia has not had an opporttinity to 
present these measures on the floor of the House and obtain 
that authorization. 
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The bills are there, 125 of them; but they have been fore
staUecl , interfered with, hamstnmg, I might say, until we have 
to come here supplicating before the majesty of this great 
Committee on Rules. appealing to them to give an opportunity 
to the peo1)1e of this town, who do not have representation, 
who must hang on in this haphazard way to secure legislation. 
Now, the orderly and proper way to do this thing is to con
sider these District of Columbia bills that we bring here and 
put on the calendar. Why, think of it! This great question 
of increased salaries for school-teachers, we bring it on the 
floor, and if we pass it the only way they can get the money 
is under a deficiency bill. The appropriation bill for the Dis
trict of Columbia will have passed and gone its way, and the 
only chance we have is to authorize it and then appropriate 
the money as a deficiency. That is not the orderly way. 
There should be no controversy here this morning, and this 
question of playgrounds is not a controversial one. Every
b.ody knows we ought to have playgrounds for the children of 
the District of Columbia ; in fact, must, and are going to have 
them, but the Committee on the District of Columbia should 
have a chance to send a subcommittee there to determine the 
location and desirability, and whether these playgrounds are 
worth the money that is asked for them, and if they are not 
to condemn them. But as to the necessity of them there is no 
controyersy. But there will be a controversy and there will 
be a break somewhere with the manner in which this thing 
has been conducted. I know the power is with these gentle
men. I can do nothing more than come here and appeal to 
you -and wait until they are through with everything else, until 
every other chairman is through with all his bills. Yet here 
is a great city that ought to be the pride of every man's heart, 
that must walk on a crutch and limp behind the procession 
until we get through with everything else from Wyoming to 
Nova Scotia. 

~Ir. SNELL. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for two 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
mrnnimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there 
objection? 

'l'llere was no objection. 
-Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [.Mr. FocHT] 

made the same senseless tirade against the Rules Committee 
yesterday, and I did not say anything in reply. I do not know 
that the Rules Committee has anything to do with keeping him 
or his committee off the floor. I do know this, however, that 
on two separate Mondays this year we were looking for some
thing to take up the time of the House and no member of the 
District of Columbia Committee -was here ready to present its 
business on the floor of the House. 

l\lr. BLANTON. The gentleman ought not to •say that, be
carn::e one member of the committee has always been here. The 
thairman of the committee may not have been here. 

Mr. SNELL. Was any member of the committee here ready 
to present the business of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia? 
- Mr. BLANTON. Only the chairman does that. I will state 
that I ha-ve been here every Monday, but I have no authority 
to call up bills from that committee. 

:Mr. SNELL. I do not yield to the gentleman. 
l\Ir. FOCHT. The gentleman will yield to me, will he not? 
l\Ir. S:NELL. When I finish my statement. I say the Rules 

Committee are not to blame because the Committee on the Dis
h·ict of Columbia have not presented their business on the floor 
of the House. They had two opportunities this session, that I 
know of, that tliey did not take advantage of. 

l\fr. FOCHT. As far as I am concerned as hairman of the 
committee, there was but -one opportunity that we had when I 
was not here to avail myself of it. 

l\fr. SNELL. There were two Mondays that we were looking 
for business, and the .gentleman was not here and did not at
tend to it. 

l\fr. FOCHT. This is the first time I ever heard anyone con
nected with the Rules Committee say they were looking for the 
Committee on the District of Columbia to present any business. 
We have been here 20 times asking· for an opportunity, com· 
pared to the one time when I was not here. 

Mr. SNELL. Is there any i·esolution before the Rules Com
mittee at the present time providing for consideration of Dis
hict of Columbia bus iness? 

l\Ir. FOCHT. No: everybody in the House knows the power 
of the Committee on Rules. We submit to it. We can do noth
ing el~e. We understand the reason. 

l\lr. BLANTON. I make the point of_ order, l\fr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMA .... ~. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point of order against the provision beginning on line H. 

l\lr. BLAi~TON. Against the paragrnph. 
The CHAIRMAN. Against the paragraph. The Chair sustains 

th~ point of order, and in doing so refers to the several prece
aents in \ olume IV of Hinds ' Precedents, section 3790, section 
3791, and ~·ection 3792, and also to many decisions rendered by 
the Chairmen when presiding over the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of tlle Union 1considering the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
So much of any balance remaining after the purchase of sites for 

pla~:grounds ~uthol'ized by this act. as if! necessary to ~lean up, gradP., 
dram, fence rn, and place such sites m safe and suitable condi tion 

· for the purpose intendecl, may be used for such purposes. 

Mr. BLAi.~TON. I make a point of order against that pat"a
graph. Of course that will go out, too, because that is legis
lation. 

The CHAIR~lAN. The gentleman makes tlle i)oint of ordet· 
against the paragraph beginning with line 20. 

l\f.r. CRAl\lTON. We might as well let that go out anyway 
because the other has gone out. 

l\fr. CHINDBLOl\I. Will the gentleman reserve hi s-- point of 
order for one minute? 

l\fr. BLANTOX I reserve it. 
l\fr. OHL 'DBLOM. I should like to ask the chairman of 

the subcommittee whether he knows of any iegh:;lation that 
has been proposed so far by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia relating to the purcha~e of sites for these play
grounds? Is there any legislation on that subject 011 the calen
dar, reported from the Committee on the· District of Columbia? 

l\Ir. CRA.~lTON. Each year we have been buying playgrounds 
just in the way that we proposed to buy these playgroumls, 
aml neither the gentleman from Indiana, uor the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, nor the gentleman from Texas, any one 
of them raised any question about it. We started. the consitl
eration of this bill with a panning by the gen tleman from 
Texas [l\lr. BLANTON] because we did not put · all his pet 
hobbies into the bill, although they were admittedly Jegislatlon. 
Now here are some items that are not hobbies of anybody, that 
everyb<tdy \.vants, and we simply have passed along what the 
Budget recommended. l\fy judgment is that you can have 
hrn Mondays a month for tlle Committee 011 the District of 
Columbia and you will not get any more playgrounds for tile 
District unless they are carried in an appropriation bill. It is 
perfect nonsense to say that eYery time we want to buy $40 
worth of land the Committee on the District of Columbia must 
go out and see whether it is worth the price ot· not. That is 
a ridiculous proposition. What the District of Columbia Com
mittee ought to have done 20 or 30 years ago, before there 
was any Budget, was to have brought legislation into tl1 e 
House providing for a system of playgrnunds, and then k~ the 
appropriations be ·made from time to time as they are neces
sary for the development of that system of playgrounds. 

That is a function of the District of Columbia Committee 
that for half a century they have neglected. They should pro 
vide authorization for a system of playgrounds, and the Com
mittee on Appropriations should not be citicized because, in 
the absence of any such authorization, it endeavors to take cal'e 
of a very pressing need to which nobody objects. 

l\lr. CHINDBLOM. I have looked through the calendar and 
I do not see a single bill reported by the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia relating to playgrounds now pending before 
the House. 

lUr. JONES of Texas. I would suggest that the District 
Committee was perhaps too busy trying to pass a law licensing 
pawnbrokers, permitting them to charge 36 per cent interest, 
to haye time to consider playgrounds (or the children. 

1\lr. BLAl~TON. But some of them have been rather busy 
keeping that law from being passed. 

1\lr . . SA..."1\TDERS of Indiana. The r eason the CommiJtee on 
the District of Columbia does not do that is because the Appro· 
priations Committee is seeking to come in and take it out of 
their hands. 

Mr. BLANTON. And get mad when you try to stop them. 
l\lr. SAl~DERS of Indiana. _.\.nd get mad when you try ti) 

stop them, and then go over to the Senate anu ee that it is 
put in. 

l\lr. BL.ANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I insist upon ttie point of 
or<ler. 

Tlie CHAIRMAl.'1. The point of order is. ::mstained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In all, for playgrounds, $136,032, to Qe paid wholly out of the reve

nues of the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. BLAXTO:N. l\Ir. Chairman. I suggest that lines 5 and 6, 

on page 36, should be corrected, in so far as the totals are con
cerned, to correspond with the bill. 

Mr. CRAM:TON. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk be authorized to correct all totals in the bill to 
conform to the amendments that have and will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be authorized-to correct all 
totals in the bill to conform with adopted amendments. Is 
there objection? 

There \Vas no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

ELECTRICAL DEPART:UENT. 

Salaries: Electrical engineer, $2,750; assistant electrical engineer, 
$2,000 ; inspectors-one $1,000, foUl' at $900 eacl\ ; electrician, $1,200 ; 
two draftsmen, at $1,000 each; four telegraph operators, at $1,000 
each; repairmen-expert $1,200, three at $900 each, one $840; tele
phone operators-chief $900, four at $840 each.t one $720, ten at $600 
each. one $~40; electrical in!>pectors---0ne $<1,000, one $1,800, one 
$1.3l>O, four at $1,360 each ; assistant electrician, $1,200; clerks
one U,400, one $1,200 , two at $1,125 each, one $1,050 one $750; 
assi:stant repairman, $620; labot·ers-two at ~600 each, two at $540 
eacb ; messenger. $630 : storekeeper, $875 ; in all, $55,655. 

.:\Ir. CRAl\1TON. :\Ir. Chairman, in line 10, after the word 
"electrician," I moYe to strike out "$1.200" aml insert 
"$1,560." 

Tile CHAIRMA.i.~. The gentleman from .:\lkbig~\n offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by ~Ir. CRAl\ITO~ : Page 3G. line 10, after the 

word ·'electrician," strikP out the figures "$1,200" anrl insert in lieu 
tbereot the figures " $1,560." 

~Ir. CRAl\1TON. ~lr. Chairman, this is to correct an in
equality that bas happened through accident in the preYious 
drafting of the law. This electrician i in charge of certain 
wo1·k and uu<ler llim are four inspectors \Vho are drawing in 
thi:-: hill $1.360. They are drawing more pay than the man 
who has charge generally of their work. The mau who has 
charge is getting $1.200 and is doing work of a more pecial
ized character, involving the handling of special and more 
difficult matters, reqniring more thorough and painstaking ex
amiuation and frequently the working of more exact testing 
and mea udng in trurnents. and it appealed to the committee 
that this change should he made. 

The CHAIR1\1AN. The question is ou the ::.uuendruent of-
fered by the gentlemau from l\Iichigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follovl-'s : 
Lighting : For purchase, installation, and maintenance of public 

lamp:;, lamp-posts, street de ·ignations, lanterns, and fixtures of all 
kind:; on streets, avenues, roads, alleys, and public spaces, and for all 
necessary expenses in connection therewith, including rental of stables 
and storerooms, livery and extra labor, this sum to be expended in 
accordance with the provisions or sections 7 and 8 of the District of 
Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal yea~· 1912 and with the 
pl'Ovisions of the District or Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal 
yea1· 1913, and, other laws applicable thereto, $450,000. 

:\fr. SNELL. l\Ir. Cb.airman, I move to strike out the last 
wortl for the purpose of getting some information. Does this 
in '1ude the street lighting'? 

.:\Ir. CRAMTON. Yes. 
)fr. SNELL. I have inquired seYeral times and have tried 

to get some information as to under what kind of a contract 
we are operating in respect to furnishing electricity to the city, 
arnl what price is paid for it. 

~fr. CRA.MTON. The Potomac Electric Power Co. furnishes 
the electricity. , 

:\Ir. SNELL. I notice that for a small part of the supplies 
you have competitive bids. I wondered if there were any com
petitive bidders fot· lighting the streets, and what price is paid 
in the District of Columbia for the average street lamp. 

:\Ct-. FOCHT. The street lamps are gas mostly, and the price 
paid for electricity is 10 cents per kilowatt hour. It is a price 
arbitrarily fixed by the Public Utilities Commission. They 
ha ,.e allowed 7 cents to the company and are retaining 3 cents 
pending a decision of certain matters by the Supreme Court. 

)fr. SNELL. Then there is no competitive bidding or a 
chance for it? Is it governed by the Public Utilities Commis
sion? 

)fr. FOCHT. I think they fixed the price arbitrarily, some
what in relation to the charges in other cities. 

::.\Ir. SNELL. Aud what is the price per kilowatt hour? 
:\Ir. FOCHT. Ten cents pei· kilowatt hour. They are allow

ing the company only 7 cents. Three cents have been set 
aside under order of the court until a decision is rendered, and 
then it will be determined whether or not the company can 
retain that amount, which is held in escrow, amounting n()w to 
more than two and a half million dollars. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman means that we are paying 7 
cents per kilowatt hour for the electricity that the District is 
using? 

Mr. ZIHLl\1.AN. Oh, the gentleman from PennsylYania is 
referring to what pri"vate consumers pay. · 

Mr. SNELL. I had reference to the price that the Di. trict 
of Columbia pays. 

Mr. FOCHT. A large part of the su·eet lighting is by ga . 
l\1r. SNELL. There must be a very large consumption by the 

District of electric light. 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. 'rhe relative expenditure for gas this year 

is $188,500, and for electricity, both incandescent and arc 
lights, $227,500, but I have not at hand the information as to 
what the rates· are. 

Mr. SNELL. Did the committee take that up at all? 
Mr. CRAMTON. No ; we did not. 
Mr. SNELL. Does not the gentleman think it is a very im

portant matter? That is one of the large expen es o( the Dis
trict, and there is opportunity for some careful work in con
nection with it. I feel that the time has come when we should 
know definitely what we are paying and under \\'hat kind of a 
contract we are operating. I do not know that there are com
petitive bidders. 

l\Ir. CRAl\fTON. Oh, there is no one in the position to fur
nish the ldght except the people who are furnishing it. unle.ss 
you erect a new plant, and there would not be any economy in 
that. 

l\Ir. SNELL. I would not be in favor of that. but I feel that 
is a matter that the committee should go into. . 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Of course the Public Utilities Commission 
passes upon the rate to be charged to private users, and my 
judgment would be that the Public UtJilities Commission prob
ably have authority to fix all of- the rates. 

l\fr. SNELL. Well. I sugges't that wlien tbe committee have 
hearing. next year that they get more defi.Ilite information. 

l\ir. CRAMTON. I appreciate it, and I will say to the gentle
man from New York that he knows it ·is a little hard to learn 
everything there ·is about every item in the bill. Last year, 
with regard to the Interior Department bill, the gentleman from 
Kew York asked a lot of questions I could not answer; so this 
year in the hearings we took pains to get all of that informa
tion for him, and yet \Ve read page after page of those items 
without a questJion from the gentleman from New York. 

l\lr. SNELL. The Chairman informed me that he conld an
swer them so I saw no need to ask. I really think it is im
portant that we know tile prices we are paying. 

1\Ir. CRAl\ITON. I will get the information and put dt in 
the }lECORD, if I may have unanimous consent. 

Section 6 of the District of Columbia appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1913 pre. cribed .the maximum rates to be paid 
dm~ing that fisC'al year for lighting the sti·eets. roads, and so 
forth, of the District of Columbia. It is my information that 
the rates prescribed in that act are being paid to-day, whereYer 
appLicable. I quote them from that act: 

For mantle ga lamp of 60 candlepower, .'18.40 per lamp per an
num . 

For mantle gas lamps of not less than 120 candlepower, $27 per lamp 
per annum. 

For street dcsjguation lamps, using fiat-flame burners, consuming not 
more than 2~ cubic feet of gas per hour, or 8 candlepower incandescent 
electric lampR, with posts and lanterns furnished by 'the Di trict of 
Columbia, $10 per lamp per annum . 

. H'or 40 canrllepower, ;)O watt, inca.ndescent electric lamps on overhead 
wires, $15 per lamp per annum. · 

For 40 candlepower, 50 watt, incandescent electric lamps on under
ground wires, ~19.uO per lamp per annum. 

For 60 candlepower, 75 watt, incandescent electric lamps on over
head wires, $17.nO per lamp per annum. 

For 60 candlepower, 75 watt, incandescent electric lamps on under
ground wires, $23 pei· Jamp per annum. 

For 80 candlepower, 100 watt, incandescent electric lamps on under
ground wires, $26 P<'J.' lamp per annum. 

For 100 candlepown, 1:.!5 watt, incandescent electric lamps on un
derground wires, $27.50 pP.r lamp per annum. 

For 150 candlepower, 187 watt, incandescent electric lamps on un
derground wires, ~36.50 pP.r lamp per annum. 

For 200 candlepower, 250 watt, incandescent electtic lamps on un
derground wires, lji46.50 per lamp per annum. 

For 4-glower Nern ·t lamps on underground wire , $52.50 per lamp per 
annum. 

For 6.6 ampere. 528 watt, direct-current, series-inclosed arc lamps, 
$80 per lamp per anuum. 

For 5 ampere, 550 watt, direct-current, multiple-inclosed arc lamps, 
$80 per lamp per annum. , 

For 4 ampere, 320 watt magnetite, or other arc lamps of equal 
illuminating value acceptable to the Commissioners of the Distl'ict of 
Columbia, on overhead wires, $59 per lamp per annum. 

For 4 ampere, 320 watt magnetite, or other arc lamps of equal 
illuminating value acceptable to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, on underground wit-es, $72.50 per lamp per annum. 

For 6.6 ampe1·e. 500 watt magnetite, or other arc lamps of equal 
illuminating value acceptable to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, on overhead wires, $84 per lamp per annum. 
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For 6.6 ampere, 500 watt magn(!tite, or other arc lamps of equal 
illuminating value acceptable to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, on underground wires. $97.50 per lamp per annum. 

For fiame arc lamps, 500 watt, General Electric type, or other arc 
lamps of equal illuminating value acceptable to the Commissioners or 
the District of Columbia, $150 per lamp per annum. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 

Salaries: Superintendent, $6,000; 2 assistant superintendents, at 
$3,750 each; director of intermediate instruction, 13 supervising prin
cipals, supervisor of manual training, and director or primary instruc
tion, 16 in all, at a minimum salary of $2,400 each: secretary, $2,000 · 
financial clerk, $2,000 j • clerks-1 $1,600, 2 at $1,500 each, 2 at $1,400 
each, 3 at $1,200 eac.n, 4 at $1,000 each (one of whom to carry out 
the provisions of the child labor law) ; 2 stenographers, at $1,000 
each; messenger, $720 ; in all, $73,620. 

l\1r. BEGG. Mr. Chail'man, I offer an amendment; in line 2 
strike out " $6,000 " and insert " $10,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Clerk read as fol1ows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. TOWNER: Page 45, line 19, after the 

word "tuition." strike out the period, insert a comma, and add the. 
f~Uowing: " This proviso shall not apply to those receiving instruc
tion under the Americanization work and instruction of foreigners as 
her_einafter provided in this act." 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, the object o:f this amendment, 
which I understand is not objected to by the committee, is to 
make it really in harmony with the purpose of the Americani
zation provision which is on the next page. That provision is 
that " the Americanization work and instruction of foreigners 
of all ages in both day and night classes, including the prin
cipal, who, for 10 months, shall give his full time to this work.'' 
And so forth. 

If this proviso is adopted without the amendment which I 
suggest, then all foreigners who desire ·to take night-school 
work will have to pay tuition. It is difficult, Mr. Chairman, 
sometimes to induce these men, whom we are very anxiou , 
indeed, shall take this night-school work, to enter those cla88es, 

Page 39, line 2, strike out the figures "$6,000" and insert in lieu and the Americanization work is carried on with the expecta-
thereof the figures "$10,000." tion that it will be largely carried on by this night-school 

1\fr. CRAM:TON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order work because of tbe fact that these adults are engaged in 
that the amendment is not authorized by existing law. work during the day and can only attend the night school . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to For that reason I think the amendment is perfectly justified 
be heard on the point of order? and makes the provisions harmonize with each other. 

Mr. BEGG. All I have to say is this, that there is no law Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 
tbat prohibits the change of a salary. There is no law pro- Mr. TOWNER. Certainly. 
hibiting the House itself from raising the salary of any official. Mr. BLACK. I want to state at the outset that I have no 
The fact that a law established a position a.Dd fixes the salary objection to the provision to which the gentleman refers. but 
does not certainly take away the right of the committee to it occurs to me it will be a very poor precedent for Congre s 
increase that salary if it sees fit to do so. to set to charge our own American citi~ns tuition and to per-

Mr. CARTER. The Appropriations Committee? mit the foreigners to come in free. Now, personally I do not 
l\fr. BEGG. And I will cite the Chair's attention to the favor any proposition of that kind. I think probably this 

ruling the Chair made the other day with reference to the De- Americanization work is all right and justified, but I sugge t 
partment of Agriculture bill when the amendment was iden- J that the gentleman move .to strike out the whole provision if 
tically the same. he is going to do the thing he asks. 

Mr. BLANTON. This is a statutory salary. Mr. TOWNER. Of course, if this provision is adopted-and 
Mr. BEGG. It does not make any ditrerence if 1t ts. .the gentleman thinks the whole provision ought to go out. and 
Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman maintain that we could I agree with him that perhaps it would be better-let me call 

increase a statutory salary in the committee by any Member the attention of the gentleman to. the provision over on the 
offerinO' an amendment? other page. There are two things: The Americanization work 

Mr. BEGG. I maintain that 1! we want to spend $10,000 for is one thing, although they are joined together, and the in
the salary of the superintendent of schools, we have the same struction of forei~ers of all ages at day and night school is 
right to do it as we did the other day under the ruling of the another. The provision is not an exclusion of Americans from 
Chair. · the provisions of the act. It will allow Americans who are 

Mr. SNELL. But that is not the question I asked. tryi~g to Americanize th~mselves to ~ece~ve ~ instruction; 
l\Ir. BEGG. That is an answer to the question. for mstance, ~hose preparmg for becomm~ 1;Iltell1gent enoug~ to 
The CHAIRMAN. ,Does the gentleman desire to continue read and write, so as to become good citizens of the Umteu 

the discussion of the point of order? States. . . 
' Mr. BEGG. The only proposition I make is this, that there That IS all I de~1re to say, Mr. Chairman, unless some one 
is nothing in the law that prohibits our appropriating $10,000 asks another question. . . . 
for the office of superintendent of schools. · Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, will the chairman of the sub-

:Mr. CARTER. It is only under Rule XX.I. committee give heed for a moment? I have not bad time or 
Mr. BEGG. Rule XX.I does not-- opportunity to read the hearings in the case, but I would like 
Mr. CARTER. It provides in reference to changing existing to get som.e information from the chairman as to the reason for 

law if we have a statutory law. the followrng proviso on page 45, line 16: 
Mr. BEGG. Rule XXl has been so badly lacerated and Prov_ided, That no part of the appropriation for night schools shall 

mutilated by the decisions of the present occupant of the chair be available for teachmg any person over 21 years of age without pay-
. . . ment of tuition. 

I want to see what he will do this tnne. r . . . . 
Mr SNELL. I would like very much for him to get it, for he . N?w, bas thei:e .bee~ any ~buse of that pr1v1lege that would 

· . . Justify tbe prov1s10n 1Il the item? 
is a constituent of mme and a _very. worthy one. Mr. CRilfTON. I have not myself made the investigation 

The CHA.I.RM.AN. The Chau: thinks the gentleman from New that would enable me to give the gentleman that definite in
York stated th_e. crux of the matter whe~ he referred ~o the formation which perhaps he would like, but 1 know it has been 
statutory proVISion In reference to salaries. The Ohair S:S· alleged that there has been abuse and that schools were being 
sum.es from the remarks of the gentleman in charge of the bill conducted which were patroniZed very largely by adults rather 
that the law fixes the ~alary at $6,000, and, as. the amendment than by children. I am not sure whether my colleagt;e from 
presented proposes an .m~ea.se of that _salary, it therefore pro- Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON] is better informed than I on that 
poses a _change. of enstmg law, and is contrary to the i·nle. point. But ·t was because it was brought to the attention of the 
The Chair sustams the point of order. . 1 . . . . 

Mr. FOCHT. Suppose there is no statutory law provision committee that there was some abuse that this lim1tation \'as 
for $6,000; the:r:e is no statutory law and ther~ has been. no puit~.nBLACK. The reason I ask the question is on account of 
statutory ~aw ~mce 1906 and there have been mcreases smce the pending amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
then done rn this very way. . • [Mr. TOWNER], that will perm.it foreigners who are over 21 

The CHAI~M:AN. Were there no statutory law the Ohair years of age to attend these night schools without the payment 
would hold differently. The Clerk will read. of tuition. I have no objection to that, but I would not like to 

The Clerk read as follows: go on record as favoring it. It does ·not appear to me to be a 
Contingent expenses: For contingent and other necessary expenses, sound thing to do to permit foreigners over 21 years of age to get 

lnclucling equipment and purchase o! all necessary articles and supplies f tt d t th · ht h 1 d I th t 
for classes in industriaJ, commercial, and trade instruction, $4,500 : ree a en ance a ese mg sc oo s an C ose em O our 
Provided, That no part of the appropriations for night schools shall be own citizens. 
available for teaching any person over 21 years of age without pay- Mr. CR.Al\1TON. The amendment offered by tbe gentleman 
ment of tuition. from Iowa, as I understand it, propo es a proviso in the section 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- concerning night schools that the limitation hall not operate to 
ment. interfere with the attendance of foreigners who ;ire adults in 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. the Americanization work that comes later in the bill. I untler-
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stand that as to night schools, outside of the Americanization upon the Government, where we have practically universal suf
courses, there is to be no distinction made, even if the amend- frage, to provide means for education and place at the disposal 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa is agreed to, between foreign- of any person who by reason of citizenship or prospective citi
ers and our own people. zenship will ha-ve the responsibility of taking part in the affairs 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman from Iowa give us informa- of the Government? 
tion as to whether his amendment would be restricted to that Mr. TILSON. I think so; and I think that where we have 
extent-to ·the extent that the gentleman from Michigan sug- the buildings and equipment already available, and the only 
gested? expense involved is the comparatively small expen e of hirin~ 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ventured to suggest that the gentleman's . teachers, it is our duty to gi"ve these people an opportunity to 
amendment would not have any effect as to the night schools remove to some extent the handicap under which they labor. 
except to protect adults in the Americanization courses. Mr. STEPHENS. In the city of Cincinnati they have night 

l\fr. TOWNER. That is expressly stated in the amendment. schools in the lower grades, in the high schools, and in tlie uni-
1\fr. BLACK. I probably did not hear the language clearly. versity, open to all citizens regardless of age, and the night-
1\fr. TOW.NER. It is made not to apply in so far as the school system there gives an opportunity for all to get an edu-

Americanization work is carried on, as hereafter stated in cation. I do not see why the great city of Washington can not 
the act. provide the same. 

Mr. BLACK. I have no objection to that. Mr. DENISO T. What does the gentleman think of applying 
Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I morn t~ strike out the last the provision of compulsory education to grown people, and 

word. making them go to school and get an education? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to Mr. TILSON. That is an entirely different matter, to compel 

strike out the last word. anyone; but where a person is willing to go it seems to me 
Mr. LOWREY. I am not sure that there is justification for that it is as little as we can do to furnish an opportunity for 

a law anywhere forbidding people over 21 years old to enter the them to do so without regard to age. 
public schools. With all the effort that is being made through- The CHA.IR~LL-~. The question is on the amendment. 
out this country now to remove illiteracy and all the money we Mr. BLACK. Let the amendment be reported again. 
are spending for education I should welcome the repeal of the The amendment was again read. 
laws everywhere fixing tlie public-school age at 21. I should Mr. TILSON. l\lr. Chairman. I offer an amendment to strike 
rather see an amendment prevail to strike out that 11rOviso out the proviso. 
entirely and at least put thls Congress on record in regard to Mr. TOW~ ~EH.. I make the point of order that that motion 
that law as to the 21-year limit for public-school age. i not in order at the present time. I am in favor of it, but 

Mr. DEN ISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? perfecting :unenuments must be disposed of first. I will be 
~{~: ~i~~1g1. ji~~s not the gentleman think that the gen- glad to vote for the gentleman's proposition when it is in order. 

eral rule prevailing all over the country is a wise one, that we Ir. TILSO~. Of course, the gentleman's amendment takes 
precedence, as perfecting amendments come first. 

limit the public-school benefits to the children of the country, The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
and when they get to be adults and are supposed to be earning 
money to pay their own way they should be allowed to pay by the gentleman from Iowa. 
their own way? We ought not to treat grown people as The amendment was agreed to. 
chiluren. Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out the 

1\Ir. LOWREY. You know there has been a great deal done proviso. 
to remove illiteracy in the various States in dealing with people The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut moves 
beyond 21 years of age. to strike out the proviso. Does the gentleman desire to be 

1\lr. DENISON. I believe the way to remove illiteracy at heard on his amendment? 
public expense is to confine oursehes to children and not reach Mr. TILSON. I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
beyond tbe age of 21. Let those others ectucate themselves at l\lAULAFFERTY]. 
their own expense. Mr. l\IAcLA.FFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this 

Mr. LOWREY. Is there not the same reason fOr forbidding last motion to ~trike out the proviso. It is a wonderful thing 
foreigners over 21 from entering puulic schools? I believe we to Americanize the foreigner. It is our duty to do so as far 
permit them. .... as we can; but there is a vastly wider field than that, and it 

l\Ir. DENISON. We do that for tbe purpose of giving them is to Americanize the American . There are hundreds or 
an education in order to Americanize them. thousands of Americans who are not Americanized. In the 

l\fr. CRAMTON. They are admitted to the A.mericauization city in which I live you will find people 60 years old attending 
courses, which are e pecially open to foreigners. night schools, and it is almost pitiful to see the eagerness and 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to agree in principle earnestness with which some of them try either to make up 
with the remarks of the gentleman from Missi ·sippi [l\Ir. for the opportunities that were squandered by them in the 
LOWREY]. I believe that the best possible way to carry ou past or the opportunities that they never· had. I hope . thi~ 
Americanization work is to give these people an education, and Congrei;;s-be<?ause it is the Congress acting now and not the 
it seems to me that right here in the city of Washington we city of Washington-will see to it that this city, which be· 
ought to ·set an example to the rest of the country by furnishing longs ta the whole American Nation, is not left away back at 
instruction in our night schools to those men and women who the encl of tbe procession when it comes to the advancement of 
have been so unfortunate as not to have had an opportunity educational facilities for all the people. 
before to acquire an education of any sort whatever. ' Mr. DENISOX. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend-

1\lr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? ment to strike out the proviso. It seems to me we are going 
1\-Ir. TILSON. . I yield to the gentleman from l\iississippt. pretty far in paternalism when at the Government expense 
l\fr. LOWREY. Would it not be a good princ:iple also of we furnish schools free for grown men and women. It is en· 

Arnel'ican citizenship in making American citizen to remove tirely a different idea from the public-school system. We try 
the ignorance of those that are American born as well as those to educate the youths of the country at the public expense 
who are alien born? because they are children and ought to be educated at the public 

l\lr. TILSON. I believe that everybody should be admitted to expense; but after people become grown men and women, why 
this privilege. If we can, by furnishing night schools. give should you and I and the rest of the public be taxed in order 
the e people an opportunity to learn something, thereby remov- that they may have some instruction free at public expense? 
ing as far as possible their handicap, I believe that we should It seems to me that is going far along the road to paternalism 
do so. Of course, attending the day schools is an entirely dif- for us to enter upon a policy of that kind. Every time any 
ferent matter. These people are supposed to work and earn proposition comes up here for an _ expenditure of money in' the 
their living after they arrive at that age; but \f, after they have District of Columbia we are met with this same argument, 
done their day's work, they are willing to attend an evening that we want to make this city a model for the rest of the 
school, it seems to me every opportunity for doing so should world. That argument is being worn threadbare. If we ought 
be given them. I know that in most of our cities in the North to furnish this education to men and women 60 years old or 
and East with which I am acquainted we give liberal oppor- less free, suppose they are not nhle to buy text-hooks? Are 
tunity of this kind by furnishing free night schools, and the1·e you going to carry out your public-i;:chool iLlea and furnish 
is no limit of 21 years. · them text-books free? If you are going to appl y the public-

1\lr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? school theory, why not apply the whole thing and make theit' 
l\lr. TILSON. I yield to the gentleman from l\linnesota. education compulsory? If education i~ ju~tifit>u, then you are 
l\Ir. NEWTON of l\Unnesota. Does not the gentleman think justified in making them go to school. We a re getting too 

that in a democracy there is a peculiar responsibility resting sentimental here in these matters, and I think we are going 
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too far when the United States and the District of Oolumbia 
furnish schools at night free to grown men and women. 

Mr. M.A.cLAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. DENISON. Yes. 
l\1r. l\fAcLAFFETITY. I will simply say this in answer to the 

gentleman's question, that the reason for doing this is not one 
of sentiment but for the public safety. 

Mr. DENISON. I am not afraid of the old men and women 
who do not happen to have an education, and I do not think we 
have to give it to them free in order to be safe. Let them pay 
for an education if they want it. 

1\Ir. HUSTED. Mr. Ohairman, I am very far from being a 
believer in the soviet form of government. Personally, I think 
it is a relapse toward barba1·ism ; but I had a very interesting 
talk a night or two ago with l\Iiss l\fason, a prominent woman 
educator who lives in my district and maintains a large and 
very successful school at Tarrytown. She has recently returned 
from abroad, and she told me something about what the Russian 
commissar of education had done to remove illiteracy in the 
city of Petrograd. He devised the plan of compelling those 
who knew how to read and write to teach those who did not 
know bow to read and write. He put that plan in operation, 
with the result that within a e-0mparatively few weeks, l\Iiss 
Mason said, every citizen of Petrograd, man, woman, and child 
above the age of five or six years, was able to read filld write. 
If they can remove illiteracy in the city of Petrograd under 
the soviet form of government. I think we at least in the 
enlightened city of Washington can go so far as to admit adults 
to nigllt schools for the purpose of removing illiteracy without 
making a charge for their attendance. [Applause.] 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to answer 
t!)e suggestion of my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
DENISON) to the effect that when we permit persons over 21 
years of age to attend schools which are free schools we are 
entering upon a field of paternalism. The gentleman seems to 
forget that in most of our State unlversities the States furnish 
the necessary funds for free schools without charge, except 
sometimes a little library fee or something of that kind, to per
sons of all ages entering the school. It seems to me that the 
amendment to strike out the proviso ought by all means to be 
adopted. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make some ex
planation of the status of this matter, so that the committee 
will not misunderstand it. This provision of the act is for 
night · schools within the District of Columbia, and there is an 
appropriation made for carrying on night schools which is not 
limited except as it may be limited by general law. It in
cludes janltors for the night schools, teachers of industrial, 
commercial, and trade instruction, and teachers and janitors 
of night schools may also be teachers and janitors of day 
.schools. There is a proviso attached to that stating that no 
part of the appropriation for night schools shall be available 
for teaching any person over 21 years of age without payment 
of tuition. Of coarse, I would like to see that go out, but 
there is a great deal of difficulty in getting a matter of that kind 
out of the bill. I was particularly anxious that it should not 
interfere with the Americanization work which is very inter
estingly and successfully carried on in the city of Washington. 
Therefore I limited my amendment to that. This motion, how
ever, will carry not only the proviso but will carry my amend
ment with it if it be adopted. I am perfectly willing that 
that shall be done, because if the proviso goes out my amend
ment goes out, and there is no such restriction, which I favor. 
I would be very glad, not only in the city of Washington but 
throughout the United States, to do everything that can be 
done to see that there is no illiterate person in the United 
States. I think that the work to wipe out illiteracy in the 
United States is one of the most necessary and essential things 
before the American people. As you all know, I have been 
intere$ted in that work for some time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TOWJ\"'ER. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. .As I recall, and I want the gentleman to 

correct me if I am in error, this amendment was debated in 
committee a year ago, when it was proposed by the commis
sioners to educate these rather superannuated inhabitants of 
the District-persons 50, 60, or more years of age. It was not 
with the thought to interfere with the proper function of the 
night schools in giving free education to those of educational 
age; but, as I recall the discussion, there was strong opposi
tiQn to the attempt to educate very aged people, people much 
beyond middle age of life. 

Mr. TOWNER. I do not remember as to that. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I think that is the origin of a proviso of 

a year ago. 

Mr. TOWNER. I have no knowledge regarding that, :M:r. 
Chairman, but I am quite clear upon · the general propo, ition. 
I favor everything that can be reasonably done in removing 
illiteracy, whether it is in a child or a middle-aged person, or 
an octogenarian. 

Mr. DENISON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yiel<l '? 
Mr. TOWNER. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON. If we are going to turn the public schools 

over to people of all ages without regard to whether they are 
grown men and women--

1\fr. TOWNER. The night schools only. 
Mr. DENISON. Why limit it to night schools? 
l\fr. TOWNER. The gentleman now asks a question which, 

it seems to me, he is intelligent enough to answer for himself. 
Mr. DENISON. I want the gentleman from Iowa to give me 

his idea about it. 
Mr. TOWNER. It would take mo1·e than the time I ha rn 

to answer completely. But this is the condition: There are a 
great many adults that through misfortune have never had 
opportunity of attending any schools, and yet they are de
sirous of becoming Americanized to the extent of becoming 
intelligent American citizens. Every facility to enable them 
to do that is just as binding upon us as it is to educate 
children. ~ 

Mr~ DENISON. Why not let them go to the day school ? 
Mr. TOWNER I would not object to that; but the gentle

man knows that that is an impracticable proposition. These 
men are at work during the daytime, and that is the reason 
that the night schools are established. 

Mr. DENISON. If they are not at work, or if they are work
ing at night-and a lot of these men work at night-why not 
let these men go to school in the daytime'? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I am in entire sympathy with anything that will eliminate all 
or any portion of the illiteracy that exists in this country, but 
I want to call attention to what happens when you strike out 
this proviso. You absolutely open up the doors of the night 
schools to whom? Not only to the d.lliterates, but you open 
them up to the men who are already trained in the funda
mentals of education and who are seek!i.ng an occupational 
training. There is no one on the floor of the House who wants 
to advocate any such doctrine as that. I have had a little ex
perience myself in public-school work, in city superintending. 
I know who will come to these night schools if you throw the 
doors open like that. I know that 90 per cent of the time of 
the teachers will be occupied in training people m vocations 
they ought to pa:r for. 

l\Ir. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. I am in entire sympathy with throwing the doors 

open to a foreigner who can not read and write, but I think we 
should safeguard it in the name of all that is reasonable. 

Mr. TILSON. This has not been a part of the law hereto
fore. Has the gentleman any figures to show how large a 
percentage of the people who attended these schools are oYer 
the age of 21? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not give the figures in this city. 
Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman think there will be any 

large number? 
Mr. BEGG. Suppose there were two young men, the gentle

man and myself. We have just ftnished our elementary educa
tion. ,The gentleman wants to study dentistry, and I want to 
become an expert accountant. If I ean go to nlght school and 
get my expert-accountancy education for nothing, while the 
gentlemHn can not get his education in dentistry for nothing, 
yet he is just as much entitled to get it as I am my expert 
accountancy. Your expert accountancy can be taught in the 
hligb schools, and the boys and girls are qualified from the 
commercial work being given in the night schools and the day 
schools of the country; but if we are to do that, why not give 
your dentistry for nothing? If you strike this out, you ought 
to limit the basis of training to be offered in these night schools 
to the fundamentals of reading, writing, English, and mathe
matics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman trom Connecticut 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Before the Clerk proceeds with the read

ing of the bill, the Chairman desires to make a statement. The 
Chair rendered a decision a few moments ago upon a point of 
order on an amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BEGG] which proposed to increase the salary of the super
intendent of public schools. The Ohair made his nlling based 
upon what he though wa.s a statutory provision that the salary 
was fixed at $6,000 per year. To fortify his opinion the Chair 
has sent for the law and nnds, somewhat to bis surprise, that 
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the statutory provision is for $51000 a year, not $6,000, which 
completely alters the proposition. 

Does the gentleman from Michigan know of any law which 
makes the salary $6,000 as set forth in this bill? 

l\lr. CRA1\1TON. Mr. Chairman, it is an office which has a 
fixed statutory salary. Now, I take it that the Chair is correct 
that the amount carried in the bill was not identical with the 
statutory salary, but it is an office that has a statutory limita
tion fixecl. The gentleman from Ohio proposes to go $4,000 be
yond the bill and $5,000 beyond the limitation. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield1 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
:\lr. BEGG. Does the gentleman contend that the $6,000 was 

in oTder? 
Mr. BLANTON. No; it was not. 
Mr. CRAMTON. No; it was not. It would have been sub

ject to the point of order. 
Mr. BEGG. The very fact--
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentle.man will permit, the Chair 

will state his position. The Chair wants to be entirely fair 
in his ruling. The Chair made his ruling based upon what he 
thought was a statutory pro.vision, namely, a salary of $6,000. 
The amount put in the bill was $1,000 above the law, and it 
would seem to the Ohair that that provision of the bill would 
have been subject to a point of order if it had been made. 

Mr. BLANTON. But nobody made it. 
The CHAIRMAN. :lf the .gentleman will kindly permit the 

Chair to proceed. It seems to the Ohair that that provision of 
the bill was clearly subject to a point of order if it had been 
made, but it was not made. In accordance with the procedure, 
when any provision which .is subject to a point of order is 
allowed to remain, then any germane amendment is in order, 
which, standing .by itself, W6Uld have violated the rule. There
fore, if the Chair's position is correct, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio would lut ve been in order and should not 
have been ruled out a moment ago, as no point of order was 
made against the provision in the text of the bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. A ,point Of order .should have been sustained 
against the original paragraph at $6,000, but it was not made, 
and when that was passed that became the statutory amount. 

Mr . .BLANTON. For this year? 
Mr. DOWELL. ·For this year; and the amendment sug

gested by the gentleman from Ohio raised a distinct question, 
and it was subject to the point of order . 

.Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOWELL. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BEGG. How ·could that become a statutory amount 

until this Congress had approved of it? 
Mr. DOWELL. Because it was approved' when it was passe<l 

and not subject to the point ·of order so far as the question of 
order was concerned. 

l\fr. CRAl\ITON. I take it that the Chair has stated the 
po ition--

1\Ir. DOWELL. Now, I do not want--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
Mr. DOWELL. I will yield, as the gentleman from Michigan 

bas taken the floor from me. 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. I thought the gentleman from Iowa had 

:fini hed. The committee does not want any Member to be cut 
off from his rights; and while I am opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, I ask unanimous consent that we 
may return to the paragraph in question in order that a vote 
may be had upon the gentleman's amendment, and for no other 
purpose. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman need not do that as far as I am 
concerned. 

l\Ir. DOWELL. The question of order is an impol'tant matter 
here; and I would have to object to going back, because I 
am very confident that the amendment the gentleman from 
Ohio offered is subject to a point of order. I do not believe it 
would be in or<ler if we returned, and therefore I would re
spectfully object to returning to the paragraph. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Regular order! 
Mr. CRAMTON. l\lr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 

stated it is agreeable to him to continue the bill without return
ing. and therefore I withdraw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, is pleased that the 
matter has terminated as it has, and the Chair does not criti
cize the gentleman from Michigan or intimate that in any man
ner whatsoever he intended to deceive the Chair in regard to 
the tatute; but the Chair wants, in all fairness to himself, to 
state that he was not fully informed at the time 11nd in error 
ruled out of order the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
which, in the light of the law and the procedure, the Chair 
feels was a proper amendment. 

,Mr. CRAl\lTON. As a matter of fact~ the point of order 
made by the gentleman from l\Iichigan was based upon the 
impression that there was a statutory salary, and it later de
veloped the statutory salary was even less than carried in the 
bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DOWELL. I do not understand the Chair is now at

tempting to base a parliamentary ruling upon the point of or
der proposed some time, ago, and it is that now before the 
Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if he had po -
sessed the knowledge he now has, he would have held · the 
amendment in order, and would have felt that the committee 
should have returned to the paragraph to consider the amend
ment. 

Mr. DOWELL. Fortunately for the House the Chair has 
not the opportunity. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. The Chair merely stated it was 
a statutory salary which could not be raised in the amount, so 
the ruling was con-ect from the facts upon which the Ohair 
made the statement. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
THE DEAF, DUMB, AND BLI~D. 

For expenses attending the instruction of deaf and dumb persons ad
mitted to the Columbia Institution for the Deaf t~m the District of 
Columbia, under section 4864 of the Revised Statutes, and as TJro-vided 
for in the act approved March 1, 1901, and under a contract to be en
tered into with the said institution by the commissioners,· $20,250. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I am not familiar with the statute mentioned here, but 
it seems to me $20,000 is a very large appropriation merely to 
instruct the deaf and dumb from the District of Columbia, un
less there are quite a number there. Has the chairman that 
at band? 

Mr. CRAMTON. This is an appropriation to pay their ex-
penses. 

1\1r. WATSON. It is only an instruction. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Maintenance and instruction. 
Mr. WATSON. Not maintenance, merely instruction. 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. Well, I think they are maintained in the 

institution. In any event--
Mr. WATSON. It does not state here, but simply says in

struction. 
l\fr. CRAI\fTON. There may be both classes. This institu

tion happens to be maintained in the District, and there is a 
per capita charge, so much per capita for each child in the in
stitution. 

Mr. WATSON. Are colored people admitted? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I think not. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That is in the next paragraph. 
Mr. WATSON. I did not know whether this paragraph car

ried colored or not. Are the deaf and dumb children of for
eigners also permitted to enter this institution under the 
statute? . 

Mr. CRAl\:lTON. I suppose if they are residents of the 
District of Columbia they are. The gentleman means tJiose 
not citirens of the United States but residents of the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I think they would be admitted. I will 

say that the law is that "hereafter all deaf-mutes of teachable 
age of good mental capacity and properly belonging to the 
District of Columbia shall be received and instructed in such 
institution." 

Mr. WATSON. But there is no maintenance mentioned in 
that statute? 

Mr. CRAMTON. They are received. That is an institution, 
I will say to the gentleman, tnat the Federal Government 
maintains here, and it is a college for deaf-mutes. There are 
schools for the deaf and dumb throughout the country, but 
this is a college, and from various parts of the country chil
dren can be brought into that institution, and this provides for 
the instruction of those from the District. I assume that tile 
maintenance is also provided for. · 

Mr. WATSON. Then this appropriation is movable? It de
pends on the number of students? 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. Yes. There is a per capita charge, and 
this is· anticipated to be sufficient to take care of the number. 

Mr. WATSON. What is the 'per capita cost? 
Mr. CRAMTON. The per capita cost is $500 a year. 
Mr. WATSON. Is there any difference in the case of deaf

mutes in the next paragraph and those in the other? 
Mr. CRA.MTON. One is white and the other is colored. I 

presume the sections were drawn at different times by differ
ent people. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For instruction of blind children of the District of Columbia, in Mary

land, or some other State, under a contract to be entered into by the 
commissioners, $10,000 : Provided, That all expenditures under this 
appropriation shall be made under the supervision of the board of 
education. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I move _to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman• from Illinois moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. DENISON. :Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair
man of the subcommittee to explain what that provision means, 
for the instruction of blind children in other States. Does it 
mean those from the District of Columbia in other States? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No. We have no institution for the instruc
tion of blind children in tl1e District of Columbia, and this 
permits the blind children in the District of Columbia, both 
white and colored, to be taken to some institution outside for 
. uch instruction. The present contract is with the Maryland 
Institution for the Blind, and we are maintaining there 17 for 
that purpose. 

While I am on my feet, if the gentleman does not mind, I 
will state that as to the preceding item, in which the gentleman 
from Pennsylrnnj,a [Mr. WATSON] will be interested, there are 
8 deaf-mutes cared for at that sa.me Maryland Institution 
for the Blind, and in the Columbia Institution for the Deaf 
there are 44 whites. 

Mr. DENISON. Is there no institution for the blind in the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend

ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

COMMUNITY CENTER DEPARTJIIENT. 

For salaries of directors, supervisors, teachers, clerks, and other em
ployees for civic, educational, recreational, and social activities under 
the direction of the Board of Education; for payment of janitor service; 
for equipment and supplies; for lighting fixtures; for maintenance of 
automobiles (employees of the day schools may also be employees of the 
community center department) ; in all, $35,000, to be paid wholly out or 
the revenues of the District of Columbia: Proi·ided, That not more than 
60 per cent of this sum shall be expended for salaries of directors, 
supervisors, teachers, clerks, and janitors. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order in 
order to get some information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas reserves a 
point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. JoH "SON] a question with regard to the com
plaints that are being heard now with reference to this en
terprise. I do not know \vbether his committee or other 
members of the committee have any knowledge of it, but I 
have heard that entertainments are provided for and ad\er
tised and when the adults and children go there they are 
either charged an admission fee or a collection is taken up to 
which they are supposed to make contributions; and they are 
placed in bad standing if they do not contribute. And then 
I have heard that after the collection is over there is a fight 
between some officials as to which one shall take charge of 
the money. Has the gentleman any knowledge of that? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman 
that I have no knowledge of what he has ju. t stated, neither 
has any testimony of that character been produced before the 
committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman heard of any such 
thing? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; I have heard of it. 
Mr. BLANTON. The cominittee did not im·estigate it to 

find out how this $35,000 was being spent? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The gentleman can refer to 

the hearings. The Director of this Community Center De
partment appeared before the committee and made a state
ment, and it was the only testimony offered. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did this paragraph meet with the entire 
approval of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. As a member of the subcom
mittee I did approve it. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I ask the chairman of the subcQmmit
tee a question? I have beard i;nany complaints that contracts 
are made by the rear for music with certain parties, and-

Mr. CRA..MTON. May I ask the gentleman whether he has 
heard the complaints, or read them? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have beard them. I have not read them, 
but I have heard them; and I will say that a very distinguished 
Member of tl1is Congress brought some of the complaints to 

my attention this morning. If it had not been from such an 
authentic source as that I would probably not have paid any 
attention to it. But if we are providing $35,000 for an enter
tainment fund for the school children and their parents in 
the District of Columbia, they ought to get the benefit of that 
money absolutely free, without any admission charges and 
without any collection being ta.ken up. 

Mr. MA.cLAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. I would suggest that if it were not 

for this collection you would have to put up more than $3n,OOO. 
Mr. BLAl~TON. Well, I can imagine how a child, or its 

mother or father, would feel as a recipient of an entertain
ment when the collection was taken up and others were con
tributing, and they were not in a position .financially to make 
a contribution. I can imagine how they would feel and of 
the kind of treatment that would be accorded them. It is not 
right. In a public matter of this kind there ought to be no 
charge or collection taken up. There ought not to be a.ny ad
mission charge. It ought to be for the ones who are not able 
to pay as well as for the ones who are able to pay the admis
sion charge. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I take it the gentleman wishes to get an 
answer to his question. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Yes. I should like to get some information. 
The matter is subject to a point of order. I do not ,.rant to 
make a point of order against it if the people really are getting 
the benefit of this $35,000. But if just a certain class of them 
are getting the benefit, then it ought to go out of this bill on 
a point of order. 

Mr. CRAM'l'ON. Two or three years ago while we were 
considering one of these bills I made quite an investigation 
of the subject of these community centers and visited some of 
them and went into the matter in the hearings at length. The 
gentleman will find a very full statement of it in the hearings 
on the District bill about two years ago. My impression then 
gained was such that we did not need to go into it very ex
tensively this year. The report of the Board of Education on 
pages 38 and 39 this year carries the rule for the conduct of 
these community centers, apprornd by the Board of Education 
January 10, 1922, which I will be very glad to furnish to the 
gentleman. 

:L\Ir. BLANTON. I have a copy of that. 
~Ir. CRAMTON. I will only call the gentleman's attention to 

the provision on page 39 that "admission fees and club dues 
and donations to cover e},_-penses not met through public appro
priations may be authorized by the general director. The com
munity or e:s:ecufrve .secretary under the direction of the gen
eral director shall be responsible for the supervision and con
trol of receipts nnd expenditures of the private funds of the 
community center. The general director shall specify a uni
form method of records and accounting for all funds.'' So that 
there is an authorization under certain conditions for making 
charges. 

In connection with that I only want to submit this to the 
gentleman for his consideration. I was rather actively opposed 
to this appropriation at that time, and I think, perhaps, I am 
as much responsible as anyone for its never having gone 
beyond $35,000. Previous to that time it had been doubling 
up about every year, but for the past two or three years it bas 
been held at this amount. There is back of this community
center work the idea that we have a large investment in 
public buildings and that the community in the neighborhood 
of the buildings should have the use of them. Now, in get
ting the fullest use some of the activities tl1at are carried 
on are free of any expense to those who attend, but there are 
some other things that the community wants to put on. In
stead of having all the expense of it carried in this appropria
tion, which would not be enough to permit of all ·the desired 
activities, the community sars : "Well, we will take care of 
some of this ourselves, and we will charge an admission fee 
that will coyer the expen e of these gatherings, and thos~ who 
go and get the benefits of them can pay that fee." The gen
tleman can understand that there might be abuses ometimes, 
but I do not think the principle is objectionable. 

Mr. BLANTON. This matter having passed the close scru
. tiny of the gentleman from Kentucky [l\fr. JOHNSON] as well 
as the chairman [l\lr. CRA:llTON], I will withdraw the res
ervation. 

Mr. SISSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the para
graph to strike out the figures "60" in line 7 and insert " 70." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from :Mississippi offers 
an amendment, whlch the Clerk will report. 

--
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The Clerk read as f.olloM's : 
.Amendment by l\lr. SISSO!!I: Page 47, line 7, strike out the figures 

" 60 ·• and iusert in lieu thereof " 70." 
l\Ir. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering this 

amendment has been explained to the members of the .sub
committee having charge of this bill, and they have no objec
tion to the change. The most of the money carried in this item 
is paid in salaries. There has been considerable embarrass
ment in paying the salaries necessary properly to supervise these 
buildings. If an entertainment is giYen in one of the school 
buildings it is proper that somebody should be there to see that 
it is condu<:ted in an orderly and proper manner, and in all the 
cities of any size throughout the United States having similar 
activities I think that is done. I believe there '''ill be better 
supenision if we can have more money spent in salaries. 
The other expenses do not amount to very much. 

l\!r. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I will only say that this 
limitation was put in at the time we were trying to put the 
lid on this proposition. · 

l\lr. SISSON. To put the brakes on. 
l\lr. CR.A.l\fTON. 'Tes. In 1918 they spent $5,000, in 1919 

$21,000, in 1920 $25,000, in 1921 $35,000. That was when we 
commenced to give some attention to this item, and it seemed 
that everybody in a community '"ho wanted to turn a hand 
toward this sort of thing wanted to be paid liberally for it. 
So we wanted to put a. stop to that and we inserted the limi
tation. I want to say that it is Yery possible that the limit;i
tion now in the section is too rigid. So I have yielded to my 
splendid friencl f.rom Mississippi [l\lr. S1ssoN] to permit this 
relaxation ; but it is not with the idea that they will hotfoot 
over to the Senate to get a further relaxation there. 

Mr. SISSON. I agree very heartily with the gentleman in 
that. There ought to be a limitation, because unless it is put 
on by Congress there is no limit to the amount that might 
be expended in this .sort of work. 

The CHAIRM.AN. The question is on the amendmeut of
fered by the gentleman from l\Iis ·issippi [Mr. Srs o ] . 

The amendment was .agreed to. 
l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 31r. Chairman, l move to 

strike out the last word for the purpose of asking the chairman 
of the subcommittee rega.1·ding the matter as it now stands. 
With the amendment of tbe gentleman from l\lississippi and 
the original phrasing it mnkes it mandatory that 30 per cent 
of this sum be expended for equipment, am~ so forth. Now 
what is included in that term "equipment"? 

Mr. ORAMTON. Supplies and eqnipment. 
l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. In one of the schools it might 

be advisable to expend some of this money for what might be 
known as a permanent im1)rovement to the school ; for example, 
le-rnling the floor of the auditorium for the use of the school 
and the community center. The Comptroller General has ruled 
that that could not be done. Under his ruling it must be only 
temporary equipment. I think be stretched the interpretation 
by ruling that such an improYement could not be made in case 
the money were aYailable. °"·11at does the gentleman think 
about it? 

l\Ir. CRMITON. The Comptroller General is the authority 
to decide that, but I can see a justification for his decision. 
Schools and their repairs are cared for in certain items in this 
bill. Now, here is an item to carry on a special work, not to 
build or repair schoolhouses, not to attach to them permanent 
equipment. but to carry on work of a temporary character. I 
can see the justification for his ruling that out of this appro
priation money should not be taken for school repairs. 

l\lr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I should tbink it would be 
much better if the ruling were exactly the •Other way, that this 
equipment should have .some permanent value to the school. 
He might well make such a ruling as that but I can not under
stand his ruli~1g for tempo-rary improv-ements only. 

Mr. CRAl\lTON. As a matter of fact under the present situa
tion they will not ham available a very large amount of money 
fo1· chool nwairs. I do not think it will prevent their buying 
school equipment, perhaps some athletic equipment or some sup
plies tha:t are practically of permanent use to the school. 

I do uot think those should be eliminated, and so much is 
taken up with salaries that I dD not think they would haye 
much available for lhe things the gentleman suggests. As a 
matter of fact, 1 inderse the idea that the community service 
should not bave tile ;Privilege, and I do not think the board 
of education ought to let them rebuild our sct10olhouses for 
some such t~mporary purpose. They had a program outlined 
in this community service matter two or three years ago in
volving two or three hundred thousand dollars '.for the rebuild
ing of schoolliouses to accommodate this community center 
work. I do not think that is net".es a:ry. 

Ur. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Tile qu,e.stiou I .brought up was 
a specific one, and I think .the Comptroller General has taken a 
position which is not justified by tile phrasing of the law, al
though very little rebuilding could be done on the entire amount 
involved, of course. I ani in favor of this communit~ center 
program. I belie.Ye it is a splendiu thing to give the adults of 
the community a chance to get together in their own building. 
Where there is an opportunity, it seems to me an expenditure 
might well be ma.de for the adapting of an auditorium to com
munity uses where it does not injure but rather improves it 
for school purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the maintenance of ·free dental clinics in the public schools : 

Eight dental oper.ators, at $700 ·"ach; 4 dental prophylactic operators, 
at $1)00 each ; equipment and supplies, $1,000 ; in all, $10,200. 

1\1r. WILLIAl\ISON. :Mr. Chairman, I mo\e to strike out the 
·last word. My attention has been called to the appropriation 
proYided for .in this paragraph, and i.t has been asserted that it 
is not doing the children of the public schools any particular 
good, for the reason that no proYision is made for the examina
tion of the children's teeth or for taking care of them in any 
way. I should like information fr.om the committee just as to 
what is being done in the way of providing free clinics and 
free treatment for the children in the way of caring for their 
teeth. The information that I have ohtained may not be correct, 
but I lmow there has been considerable complaint made. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I can only say to the gentle· 
man that I bave not attended tile clinics or made any personal 
investigations, but while this item is not a large amount autl 
perhaps is not enough to do everything that should be done 
along this line, still, on the other hand, you will find some who 
urge tllat nothing should be expended by the Government upou 
this. 

The expenditure for that includes a small amount of equip
ment and replacement, it is for the salaries of dental operators 
mentioned in this section, and I suppose these dental ope1·ators 
have their offices in .some one or more 'l'.lf the buildings, and the 
children go there for _ that attentic::ru, or they may go to the 
s.choolrooms and consult the children there; that is, make the 
pi·eliminary examinations. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. In some States dentists are provided 
who visit the schools and actually examine the teeth of tbe chil
dren in attendance. I am wondering whether anything of that 
kind takes place in the city of Washington, or whether these 
dentists provided for simply sit in their down-town offices and 
expect the children to .come to them. 

Mr. CRA]lTOX. Oh. no. I have the impression, although I 
do not peak with certainty, that they go to the rooms and make 
a preliminary examination at any rate, and that they have their 
quarters at some one or more of llie buildings, where the chil
dren can go and have attention. 

l\1r. WILLIA.:\ISON. I ·wanted to get at the facts for my own 
information, as well as for others who are interested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For furniture, including pianos and window shades, f<>r additions to 

buildings, equipment for kindergartens, and tools and furnishings for 
manual training, cooking, and sewing schools, as fQllows: Eight--room 
school at Ingleside, $5,156; eight-room addition to the Lovejoy SchoQl, 
$5,156 ; eight-room addition to the Gai~ison School, $5.156 ; new Chain 
Bridge Road School (two rooms, $1,514; three kindergartens, $3.000; 
two sewing schools, $1,200 ; two housekeeping and <!Ooklng schools, 
$'.l,000 ; two cooking schools, $2,000 ; two manual-training shops, 
$3,000 ; in all, $29,182. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for the purpose of getting some information 
upon something that has escaped my mind on seYeral occasions 
before. I am .sor.ry that I have oYerlooked it until thi.s time. 
In the item just read there is an appropriation of $1.514 for 
furniture in the new Chain Bl'idge School. Am I correct in the . 
understanding that that school will not be ready for a couple of 
years yet .. 

l\lr. CRAMTOX 'The .gentleman is correct in his recollec
tion that when the school authorities were before us, the mu
nicipal architect, the superintendent of schools, and the com
missioners, it developed .that the expectation at that time was 
that that building, authoriz.ed by the act of June, 1922, would 
not be available for school use until September, 1924. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 1924 or 1925? 
Mr. CRAl\ITON. 1924. Thut would be two years and three 

months after -the law became effective. It dernloped .in that 
discussion we had in the hearings, on that .general subject, 
that there were two schools, I think junior high schools, that 
the officers at that time expected would not be ready ·for use 
until two weeks after the school opens in September, 1923. 
The contract was not to be Jet until JanuaTy, but a few days 
lat.er I noted by the press th.at the contraets for those two 
schools, instead of being deferred until January, were let about 
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the 10th or 12th of December, so that that will make possible, 
'\Ve hope, the opening of those two schools when school opens 
with the other schools in the fall .of 1923. If the discussion 
which we had in the committee will have the same effect as to 
the Chain Bridge School, it seems that that will be ready for 
opening in the fall of 1923. There is no reason why it should 
not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The children of officers and men of the United States Army and 

Navy shall be admitted to the public schools without payment of 
tuition. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I desire some information about a 
provision which bas been passed, for maintaining dental clinics. 
Is there any provision anywhere for maintaining eye clinics 
for the children of the District? 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is not. 
l\lr. REED of West Virginia. Is there not some agency of 

the District of Columbia to look after defective vision in the 
children? 

l\fr. CRA.l\ITON. The only thing that there could be would 
be under the chief medical and sanitary inspector, who makes 
a medical inspection of these conditions in the public schools, 
and with him are certain graduate nurses, but outside of any 
attention that the medical inspection would give, there is no 
eye clinic. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Is not that being recognized 
as essential in most of the up-to-date schools of this country 
now? 

Mr. CRAl\fTON. The gentleman probably is a better au-
thority on that than I am. . 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chair
man of the subcommittee a question. I notice on page 50 that 
we made quite an appropriation for textbooks and school sup
plies for the use of pupils of the first eight grades. In view of 
the amendment that was adopted by the committee a while ago 
in which we open up the ·schools, the night schools particularly, 
to pupils of all ages and all grades, why limit these free text
books to pupils of the first eight grades? Why not let the old 
people get the benefit of these books as well as the young? 
Does not the chairman think that ought to be amended in con
formity with the idea prevailing in the amendment adopted a 
few moments ago? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not think that that amendment stipu
lated the grades that must be attended by these adults. The 
language of the bill is such that any pupil in the first eight 
grades, regardless of age, would haYe the advantage of this. 
The minors who are in the high schools do not get free text
books. 

Mr. DENISON. Why not? 
l\lr. CRAl\ITON. That has not been the practice. The fur

nishing of free textbooks has on1y been for the first eight 
grades. For the first eight grades I assume that they nre 
furnished regardless of the age of the pupil. 

Mr. DENISON. There would not be very many of those old 
people who go to school at night who would be in the first 
eight grades. Most of them wou1d be over that, it seems to me. 

Mr. CRAMTON. We11, it is so limited--
Mr. DENISON. Is there any similar provision in the night 

schools? 
Mr. CRAl\fTON. The night school provision is cared for 

independently. It has a contingent fund inclucUng equipment 
and purchase of all necessary articles, supplies, and so forth, 
for classes. 

Mr. DENISON. Does that include textbooks? 
l\fr. CRAl\ITON. It may in some cases; I am not advised, 

but I will say this, that the item in question does not carry 
anything for textbooks for night schoo1s. Everything the night 
schools get comes out of their appropriation. 

The CHAIIll\.Lti~. The pi;o forma amendment will be with
drawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Co.ntinuing the construction of an addition to the Armstrong Manual 
Training 8chool, $200,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\fr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 
I want to say, if I may be permitted to do so, that the gentle
man from New Yotk [Mr. SNELL], who is a1most in charge of 
the great Rules Committee, is usually accurate in all his state
ments. But when he insisted that the District Committee had 
bad two days and had not called up any bills here on the floor 
and there was no Member who had made any attempt to call 
them up, he ought to have gone further and stated that there 
was but one member of the committee authorized to call up 
any of tho e bills, and that was the chairman. No other mem-

ber of the committee can call up a bill from the District Com
mittee except the chairman. He is the only one authorize11. 

Mr. SNELL. When it was called to my attention, I made the 
correction. 

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to be sure in regard to the cor
rection. He ought to have been fair to the chairman and to the 
committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman tdll permit, 
is not the gentleman mistaken in his assertion Urnt only the 
chairman can call up a bill? 'VheneYer the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, for instance, has autllorized any Member 
to report a bill, can not he call it up? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly; but no Member was thus author
ized. I was going to state, in every instance where a bill has been 
reported out by the District of Columbia Cornrnittee tile chairman 
only is the one who was authorized to call it up; and it vrns not 
fair to the chairman [l\fr. FOCHT], who has been iu tqe hospital 
for some time. As a matter of fact, the District Committee has 
had no day. The gentleman from New York stated that the Dis
trict Committee had two District days, but t.lley have not llad 
any. The tv•o days these bills could have been called up were 
on unanimous consent clay each time, and not on District day. 
Those bill. appeared on the Unan!mous Consent Calendar, arnl 
upon objection were taken off, one after another, and each 
time I would get up and ask that they be permitted to retain 
their places on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, and 1\Iemher 
after Member would object, and so they went off the Unanimou$ 
Consent Calendar. The gentleman ought to have been fair. 

l\lr. SNELL. The gentleman is getting down to facts. l\Ty 
statement was we were looking to the chairman of the Dis
trict Committee to present some bills on t\VO different l\1onc.1nys 
I knew about. I did not say--

1\:lr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will 1ook up the recol'<l--
1\Ir. SNELL. There is no record--
1\Ir. BLANTON. There is a record. When the gentleman 

from Pennsylrnnia was turned down by the steering commit
tee and told he could not haYe a day, I got up here and stated 
to the Speaker that I wanted to know whetheL' there was a 
District clay and whether t.he District Committee could come in 
and claim it, and the S1leaker said they conld not unle s the 
Chair saw fit to recognize the chairman of tl1e committee. 

l\Ir. SNbLL. I do not ~peak for the steering committee, as 
I am not a member; I was speaking individually. 

M:r. BLANTON. I was speaking of one of the most pow
erful l\fembers of this House who i ,· going to be chairman 
of the great Committee on Rules. l\Ir. Chairman, I ~ade these 
observations at the bPgin11ing of these new construction proj
ects, because there are a number of legislati\·e propositions 
in this bil1 that 011ght to come out on point of order, not 
because they may not he meritorious, hut becarn~e they are 
in bills now pending before the legislnti\·e Committee of the 
District of Columbia, many of which are reported and others 
under inYestigation, ancl unless we are going to disband this 
District Committee that legislation ougllt to be conRic.l~red 
by the Distl"ict Committee. I offer this in exp1anation of 
the points of order that I am going to make against these new 
provisions. I do not know whether the Chair is going ta 
sustain me or not. but I know they are matters of new legis
lation uninvestigated, that ought to come out of this bill. 

I m'ake the point of order against the paragraph containing_ 
the $200,000, same bein.,. new construction and legi.' lution un
authorized. I make the point of order that it ii;; legislation 
on an appropriation bill, unauthorized by law; that it is for 
new construction unanthorizerl by law, and regardless of the 
verbiage of the paragraph seeking to make it a continuing ad
dition, I submit to the Chair it is nothing in the world but 
new constrnction entirely and it is subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. CRA.l\ITON. Mr. Chairman, the particular item, I take 
it which the gentleman makes the point of order against--

• ~fr. BLANTON. Is the $200,000 item. 
l\1r. CRAMTON. Is for continuing the construction of an 

addition to the Armstrong Manual Training School. 
l\1r. BLANTON. Yes; it is to build a new scl10ol building. · 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will sny that in the District of Columbia 

appropriation act for the current year there is this language 
which I will read to the Chair: 

For beginning the erection of an addition t~ the Arm~ trong 
Manual Training School and altern tions thneto, to include an. a~sem
bly ball additional classrooms, 8bop:, 'llnd laborator·ies, w1tbm a 
limit of cost of $500,000. 

l\1r. BLANTON. That is what act? 
l\fr. CRAMTON. That is the current appropriation act for 

1923 the District of Uolumbia appropriation act. 
M~. BLANTON. That i · the appropriation act? 
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Ur. Cllil1TO~. Yes; the appropriation act. I will com

plete the reading: 
Within the limit of cost of $500,000. of which there is hereby ap

prop1iated $100,000, and the commissioners are authorized to enter 
into a contract not to exceed $1500,000. 

There is a work, then, in progress for this school, within a 
total limit of coat of $500,000, of which $100,000 was appro
priated in the 1923 act, and this present bill proposes to appro
priate $200,000 more. It is therefore, Mr. Chairma~ ~n ap
propriation to continue a work in progress, and is within the 
limit of cost fixed for that project. Clearly it is not subject 
to a point of order. 

Tile CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels very clear in regard to 
this point. He looked lt up before the point was raised and 
after it was raised. There are precedents for it, and the 
Chair overrules the point of order. Precedents are found for 
it in Hinds' Precedents, volume 5. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
· For beginning the remodeling of and the construction of an addi
tion to the Western High School, to provide a new assembly hall, a 
gymnasium for boys, a gymnasium for girls, and additional class
rooms $100 000 and the commissioners are hereby authorized to enter 
into a contract' or contracts for said remodeling and extension at a 
cost not to exceed $550,000. 

l\1r.· JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the words in line 2, "or contracts." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment otl'ered by Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: Page 52, line 2, 

after the word " contract," strike out " or contracts." 
~fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it was the de

sire and intention of the committee to strike out those words 
wherever they appeared in the bill which came to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, for the reason that it had been 
deemed wise, and it appears in this bill that a contract for any 
one of these schoolhouses shall be let in one contract in its 
entirety. The necessity of that limitation was brought about 
by the way the Eastern High School was managed. It is not 
worth while to rehash that now, because it has been gone over 
many times here, and the House · is familiar with the facts. 
But if those two words are left in, then they will be in conflict 
with the limitation which appears in another place in this bill, 
and beyond all sort of question those two words ought to go 
out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CRAAITON] desire to be heard on the amendment? 

M:r. CRAl\fTON. No. 
The CHAIIlMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For the purchase of a site on which to locate a 16-room building 

between Georgia Avenue and Sixteenth Street NW., north of Park Road, 
$60,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on that paragraph that it is legislation unauthorized on an 
appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from l\Iichigan desire 
to be heard on the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Texas on the item beginning on line 5? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentle
man to reserve his point of order for a moment. 

l\lr. BLANTON. The gentleman got me to do that a little 
while ago in order to give me a spanking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. If I did a good job, I will not repeat it. 
[Laughter.] 

l\.fr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 

Michigan. Does this site adjoin another site? 
l\1r. CRAMTON. It is my ru1derstanding that it does not. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as foJlows: 
For the pul'chase of a new stte on which to locate a 16-room build

ing in the vicinity of and to relieve the Tenley School, $25,000. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order that 
it i legislation unauthorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan per
mit the Chair to ask him whether or not this proposed site 
adjoins another site? 

l\lr. CRAMTON. It is my information that the land adjoins 
the present site. I went out with the gentleman from Kentucky 
[)Cr. JOH SON] and looked at the land. It is my information 
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that it does. Doctor Ballou, the superintendent of schools, 
states in the hearings that "the main building is an antiquated 
structure," and so forth. It is not expressly stated, but it is 
my understanding that the land is immediately adjacent to the 
present site, and the plans contemplate · that the present site 
will continue to be used. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is agreeable to the gentleman from 
Texas to pass over this itein for a moment I will get definite 
information as to that. I do not want to mislead the Ohair. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will agree to that if it is understood that 
the point of order is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks un:ini
mous consent that the paragraph be passed over for the mo
ment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. with 

the understanding that the point of order is pending. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For the purcha.se of a new site for the l\IcKinley Manual Training 

School, $215,000. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

that it is new legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is this adjacent to the present site? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, this is an area of land that 

is immediately adjacent to Government-owned land whicll is 
now used for school purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it is separate and distinct from this 
school, and the gentleman knows that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is the Langley Junior High. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is not connected with the McKinley Man

ual Training School in any way. 
Mr. CRAM:TON. It is adjacent to Government-owned prop

erty devoted to school purposes in the District. 
Mr. BLANTON. Ob, well, that is a different proposition. 

That does not make it in order. It has got to be a part of the 
particular plant to come within the ruling that the Ohair inti
mated he would follow. 

Mr. CRAM".tON. The school system of the District of Colum
bia is a unit. One building will house a number of different 
activities. One building might include everything from the 
kindergarten to -the twelfth grade. Other buildings might in
clude simply a junior high school-that is, from the seventh to 
the ninth grades-or a building might be limited in its use, but 
all these schools are parts of one public-school system. There 
is a piece of land owned by the Government and deYoted to 
school uses, and now they propose to extend that land, to put 
upon it a new building for other school uses. Those school uses 
are a part of the same plan for which the existing site is used. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman permit the Chair to 
ask him a question? · 

l\1r. CRMfTON. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there a public street or any other lan1l 

intervening between the present site and the proposed site? 
Mr. CRAMTON. It is immediately adjoining. There is no 

street intervening. 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to call the attention of the Chair to 

page 239 of the hearings, where under a new subhead, " N.ew 
construction," it takes in the Armstrong Manual Tralrung 
School, a site farther north, and it also takes in this identical 
school. On page 244, under the heading of "New construction," 
is the McKinley Manual Training High School. That shows 
that it is to be absolutely new construction and that it comes 
within the rule that it is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Texas con
cluded? 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me call the attention of the Chair to 
this paragraph, showing the testimony of the superintendent: 

There is no opportunity to extend this building
Speaking of the present building-

since it occupies the whole plot of ground at the present time. 

It shows that you could not extend that building at all; that 
this is absolutely new construction on different grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. If this site were purchased, thell would 
it be possible for them to extend it? 

Mr. DENISON. That is what they are getting it for. 
The CHAIRMAN. If they got the site, it would then be 

possible to make the extension, would it not? 
Mr. BLANTON. That would apply to any school. It is 

entirely new construction, as shown by the hearings and by 
everyone who testified concerning it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The McKinley Manual Training School, 
referred to by the gentleman in what he has read, is the 



1380 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-- HOUSE. JANUARY -6, 

school now located on a site where there is no opportunity for 
extension. It is proposed to buy a new site and to use the 
present McKinley Manual Training School for other school 
purposes and to erect on this new site a new building for a 
new McKinley Manual Training School. The land on which 
that new building is to be erected is immediately adjacent to 
other land now occupied for school purposes in the District. 

Mr. BLANTON. The reason I make the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, ls that instead of coming to the Appropriation 
Committee, that has no time to go out and make these investi
gations, these matters ought to come before the proper legis
lative committee that does have the time to carefully con
sider them. 

When they were claiming that they did not have room in 
a great many of these schools-that they did not have seats 
and desks to accommodate the children-I spent a whole week 
and went to many different schools, visiting them 1n person, 
and checking up the vacant chairs and desks in each room, and 
I found that there was available desk room and that there were 
available chairs for pupils in practically nine-tenths of the 
rooms I visited. These new projects that call for large ex
penditures call for investigation, and it is the District Legisla
tive Committee that ought to make that investigation. The 
Appropriations Committee has made none at all. 

Mr. CRAMTON. l\Ir. Chairman, to be perfectly frank with 
the Chair, I visited this tract of land. The superintendent said 
that the proposal is to locate the McKinley Manual Training 
High School on the site adjacent to the Langley Junior High 
School, on T Street NE., near Lincoln Road. There is a 
large area of land-some 13 acres-involved in this. A portion 
of it is already occupied with buildings which will have to be 
i·ernoved. It is on the south side and adjacent to the Langley 
School. Now, it is very possible that there is an alley between 
the Langley School ground and the grounds that are proposed 
to be purchased here. I shall have t-0 admit further that there 
are orne streets that intersect the land that is to be bought 
and which it is proposed to close hereafter, but the land is 
adjacent to land already used for school purposes. It is quite 
a large area and a very desirable site. • 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\1r. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. SNELL. As I understand the statement of the gentle-

man, it is the intention to buy a new plot of land and build a 
new McKinley School? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, the Chair realizes that the street 
is in the ownership of the United States. · 

Mr. SNELL. Granting that that is so, is not that carrying 
the proposition of the continuation of a public work a little 
further than it is generally understood that it is to be carried 
in an appropriation bill? 

l\fr. CRAMTON. Here is what was done the other day: 
When the Interior Department bill was up it contained an ap
propriation for continuing the topographic survey. The topo
graphic survey of the whole 'United States apparently was 
treated by the Chair as one project, for which there had been 
appropriations before. 

There ds no authorization of law for the topographic survey; 
but, on the basis of its being a continuing work, the appropria
tion was sustained as being in order. 

Mr. SNELL. I think that is a little different. 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. Here we have a school system that is one 

connected project, the schools all being under one management 
and serving one purpose. Here is a piece of land devoted to 
those purposes, and we propose to buy adjacent land, quite an 
area, to be devoted to the same purposes. 

l\Ir. SNELL. Even according to the gentleman's argument, 
there will have to be an authorization to build a new building 
there, will there not? 

Mr. CRAl\fTON. Yes; I think that would need an authoriza
tion, certainly a new appropriation. 

l\Ir. SNELL. If you need an authorization to build a new 
building there, I believe you need an authorization. to buy the 
adjacent piece of land for an entirely new purpose. I appre
ciate that you can go a long way under this continuation of a 
public work; but I think we are stretching the point in this 
case, while I am in favor of the project. 

Mr. CRA1\1TON. If the language read "for purchase, 
etc."--

Mr. S:NELL. But it says for a new site. 
Mr. CR.Al\fTON. If the language read "purchase of addi

tional land adjacent to the Langley J"unior High School," the 
gentleman would admit that dt is in order. 

Mr. SNELL. l think that might be held to be in order; but 
this states distinctly here, and the gentleman $ays, that it is 
for a new proposition. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not say that it is for. an entirely new 
proposition. 

1\fr. SNELL. I understood the gentleman to say that. 
Mr. CRAMTON. The distinction the gentleman makes I do 

not agree to. I am emphasizing that while the existing ~chool 
plant ls a junior hiigh school, and this land ls to be used for a 
high school, different buildings, they are all part of one con
nected, unified school system for the District of Columbia ; so 
that the way that I endeavor to justify this item is not that 
the land we seek now for high-school purposes is adjacent to 
a junior high school, but that the land we seek for school 
purposes, if the Chair will permit, is immediately adjacent to 
land now used and owned for school purposes. Therefore, we 
are acquiring land adjacent to land we now owni to be used for 
the same purpose. 

Mr. S~LL. The gentleman also admits that this is an 
entirely new project; it is not an addition to something that 
you have now. 

Mr. CRAMTON. We are going to use it for school purposes. 
l\fr. SNELL. And if the gentleman is talking about a general 

system, why could you not put a school down in any part of 
the city, becau e it is a part of that system? 

l\fr. CRAl\fTON. It is just the same as a topographic sur
vey. They can survey an area a mile square, and that will 
make it a basis for a continuing work throughout the United 
States. 

Mr. SNELL. If you wanted to, you could buy a school lot 
or site and build a school building in any part of the city. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; but adjacent to land already owned for 
a similar purpose. 

1Ur. SNELL. Then we could buy up the whole city without 
any authorization of law and put it to school purposes. 

l\fr. CRAMTON. If Congress would proviae the money, it 
would be in order on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SNELL. In my judgment, that is stretchmg the original 
intent and purpo e of that rule, and it is going further than 
we usually go in construing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. Gentlemen 
will appreciate the fact that . there are several confiicting prece
dents. In one precedent it states that the purchase of adjacent 
land is held to be in continuation of a public work, and in sec.., 
tion 3774 of Hinds' Precedents the purchase of additional 
ground and the erection of an addition to an existing building 
was held to be in continuation of a public work. The rulings 
have been very liberal in the matter of the continuation of a 
public work. In the opinion of the Chair, if this proviso were 
to include the purchase of land adjoining the Langley School 
the Chair would have no hesitancy in saying that it is in order; 
but it s ems to the Chair that this is practieally a new work 
being undertaken. Perhaps that is a narrow interpretation for 
the Chair to take, but the Chair does feel that this is a new 
work, and therefore it is a new site. In the opinion of the 
Chair it is in violation of the rule, and the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. CRAMTON. l\!r. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered by Mr. CR.iliTON: Page 52, after line 10, insert a 

new paragraph, as follows : 
" For the purchase of additional land for school purposes adjacent 

to the Langley Junior High School, $215,000." 

Mr. BLANTON. l\fr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that it is legislation on an appropriation bill, not authorized by 
law. The Chair is already cognizant of the fact that the pur
pose of this appropriation is not to continue the use of the 
Langley School; it is not to build an addition to the Langley 
School or to repair the Langley School; but if the Chair will 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill, he will admit that it 
ls for the purpose of buying the new site on -which to build a 
school known as the l\fcKinley High School. 

l\fr. CRAl\fTON. l\fr. Chairman, I have just made inquiry 
of Colonel Keller, the engineer commissioner of the District, 
and I am advised that this item, and also the Tenleytown 
item, is immediately adjacent to land now owned for school 
purposes by the Government. 

As to the point of order; I would like the Chair's attention 
to this proposition. One section has been ruled out by the 
Chair on a point of order and that is out of the bill. The 
Chair is not now ruling upon that other proposition. The 
proposition that I offer now provides an appropriation to buy 
land adjacent to land now occupied for school purposes by the 
Langley school It is a very desirable piece of land. It can 
be used to advantage for many purposes. We do not au
thorize, in the amendment that I have offered, the erection 
of a McKinley high school on that site. We do not provide 
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for the erection of any high school on that site. We simply 
buy the lan<l that is adjacent to the Langley high school. 
Whether there can be an argument as to the desirability of 
buying that land adjacent to the Langley school will -be de
termined by the CQmmittee after the point of order is decided, 
but ns to the legislative authority to entertain an amendment 
to purchase additional land immediately adjacent to the site 
that we already have, I do not see how there can be any 
question. All reference to a new high school is eliminated. 
I submit that it comes within the obiter dicta of the Chair a 
few minutes ago and is in orde1·. 

Mr. SNELL. Is this additional land you want to buy abso
lutely essential to the proposition that is there at the present 
time? It seems to me that that is the vital question. 

l\1r. CRAMTON. That goes to the merits of the question. 
It is desirable. 

l\lr. SNELL. Is it absolutely necessary? Would it be, if yon 
weee not going to build a new building-? 

l\1r. CRAMTON. That has nothing to do with the point of 
order. It is laQd that is immediately adjacent, and no build
ing rnn be put up until Congress authorizes it. 

l\lr. SI\TELL. I think when the gentleman admits that he 
can not put up a building until Congress authorizes it, that he 
admits awny llis proposition. 

J.\Ir. CRAMTON. It may be used as fill athletic field, or as 
a drill field, or as a playgrouud. Until Congres authorizes 
the money no high school could be erected, unless the building 
is a l o contiguou · to the adjacent building. 

I am simply asking authority to buy land that is immediately 
adjacent to land we have now without any reference to any 
new educational proposition. 

l\Ir. SN1.J)ER. There is no emergency demanding it. 
l\lr. CilA.l\ITON. That is for the committee to decide. 
Mr. SNYDER. What committee? 
l\fr. CilAl\ITON. The Committee of the Whole. 
1\lr. SNYDER. It seems to me that is for the District of 

Columbia to decide as to the necessity. 
l\Ir. CilA.:\ITON. We are talking about the parliamentary 

situation. 
:\fr. TOWNER :Mr. Cllairman, is it not true that it has been 

rulN.1 already that adjacent land can be purchased for the build
ing of an e11tirely new building? 

:\Ir. SNELL. I think tllat is the poiut, whether the adjacent 
land he for au entirely new building or an audition. 

lir. TO\Y~ER There is authority to that effect, I am quite 
sure. 

l\lr. QR_\.J.\JT01-. As applied to the same plan? 
llr. TOW .1. ~ER The proposition is this, Can new land be 

purdrn ~ed for the building of a new building for .:chool pur
poses? It lla::; been ruled that it can. Now, whether it can be 
extended to :1 case of this kind is the que. ·tlon--

1\lr. Si'.'ELL. That is the point. 
l\lr. TOWXEil. It does not seem to me how the Chair can 

view this " ·ithout taking into consideration what preceded it, 
not merely on the merits of this proposition that is now placed 
before the c.:ommittee, and I do not see how the amendment can 
be o,·erruled. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, just one word. If the posi
tion of the gentleman from Michigan is correct, then there will 
be no end to the proposition. Under any JlPPropriation bill that 
coulu be brought in here every other day you could keep on 
buying land for school purposes, and you could finally buy up 
e\·ery acre of land in the District of Columbia, because it would 
be a<Jjacent. But the rule is this, that in order to buy new land 
it must be shown that it is needed for that particular school 
project. In other words, that that school 'needs additional land, 
that it can not continue carrying on its business without addi
tional find. That is one of the first things the gentleman must 
do to make his appropriation in order. It is true he could build 
an entirely new school if the present one needs remodeling. ·we 
could tear down and bring in an appropriation to construct an 
entirely new school, but it must be for that pa1~ticular school 
,•,rllich has been already authorized by act of Congress, but when 
he goes to construct an entireJy new project it will come under 
the old ruling, which provides that in order to buy land you 
have to have authorization from Congress. 

1Ir. CRAl\lTOX l\lr. Chairman, let me ·uggest this: The 
rule is clearly expressed 'that the purchase of adjoining lan<l 
for a work already established is in order. · 

Mr. BLA .. l\TON. Work "already estaulished." 
:\fr. CRAl\lTON. There is the work already establi::;hed, the 

Langley High School, buildings and grounds, and I am propos
. ing to acquire certain land immediately adjacent to that estab

lished work. Now~ as to the wisdom of the policy, that is for 
the committee to c.onside1· when it comes up. The Appropria-

tions Committee can not buy it without the assent of Congress. 
Just now the question is 'whether the amendment is in order, 
and that is all. Whether some time in the future Congress 
might determine to put a new high school on a part of that land, 
that is not within my knowledge now or that of the Chair. I 
am asking the insertion of language to buy land immediately 
adjacent to the Langley High School, an established project. 
I do not see how there can be any question about it being in 
order. As a matter of fact, this site will be used; a part of it 
would be used for playground purposes for the existing institu
tion. It would be all one project together. 

l\fr. SNELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I understood the gentleman to 
say a few minutes ago he could not tell definitely what this 
ground would be used for; he did not know whether it would 
be for school construction or not. I want to call the attention -
of the Chair to a definite rule, page 365. In discussing an 
amendment not admissible under this general proposition of 
continuing a public work, it says : 

.And not for the continuation ot a work indefinite as to completion 
and intangible in nature. 

If this, according to the statement of the gentleman frou1 
Michigan, is not indefinite as to completion and intangible as to 
nature, I woultl like to llave somebody tell me what it is. He 
stated he dill not know whether there would be a building 
erected or not and does not know what it would be used for, but 
that it was adjacent. From that statement and the indefinite
ness of the completion and the intangibility of the nature it 
should be ruled. out by the Chair. 

Mr. CRMITON. It is not indefinite; the land is definite, the 
sum is definite, and part of the use of it would be for play
grounds. 

:\Ir. SNELL. Or the building of a school? 
~fr. CRAl\ITON. The land will be there, but what Congress 

at some time in the future will order I can not say. 
Mr. SNELL. There is no definite building program to state 

definitely to Congress that this is a continuation of a public 
work, and for that reason, according to the statement and ruling 
of the Chair, I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
I do not think he could rule this is in order. 

:\Jr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
question presented here is tllis: An item is presented which 
the Chair has ruled is not in order because it is legislation. 
Now, we are not talking as though there had not been a ruling; 
tl1at is, a ruling that had not been appealed from; so it is the 
law on this que tion. To avoid that ruling, the chairman of 
the committee suggests an amendment. 

Let us concede for a moment that the language of that amend
ment would take it beyond the ruling and permit the new lan
guage to stand. The question is this: Is the Chair obliged to 
shut bis ears and close his eyes to all that has occurred so 
far in this matter? Is this, in other words, as though the bill 
had been presented in the amended form, conceding that in 
the amended form it would not be subject to a point of order? 

I say that that is not so ; that the Chair is not bound by 
any such narrow rule as that ; that it is the d,uty of the Chair 
to enforce not merely the naked rule in its words and in its 
verbiage but to enforce the spirit of the rule; and so the Chair 
is obliged to take into account the whole situation that exists. 

And what is that situation? Is it a fact that the intention 
back of this provision of the bill is to buy a site which is ad
jacent to and will aid that existing school enterprise? That is 
not the fact at all. That is not the claim. The Chairman is 
obliged to be in good faith with the committee, and the com
mittee is obliged to be in good faith with the Chairman, and 
we have to bear iliose two things in view. in ruling. The real 
fact is that this site is ' to be purchased not at all fo1· the pur
pose of adding to this property but for a new, independent, ancl 
separate purpose; and that being the fact, the matter presented 
before the Ohair, or the question presented uefore the Chair, 
is precisely the same question as wa · presented before. In 
other words, the Chair can not shut his ears and close his eyes 
am1 forget what has occurred in five minutes and rule as though 
nothing had occurred in relation to this matter and as though 
this printed bill itself does not show that it is a new and inde
pendent purpose. On the contrary, the Ohair has to recognize 
the fact that it is a new and independent purpose and that 
the amendment, while on its face and in its language, if the 
bill had been framed in its original form, appears to be for a 
corollary purpose, an additional purpose, to supplement some
thing already existing, yet in point of fact that is not the. real 
situation. He has to rule on all that is be-fore him and not 
rule simply on the narrow basis of the new language only which 
is presented . 

The CHAIR~IA.N. The Chair recognizes the great force of the 
argument of the two gentlemen ;from New York, and perhaps 
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if this came before the Chair for the .first time this afternoon 
he would agree to that contention, beoause the Chair thinks that 
some of these precedents· are entirely too broad. But there 
they are as a part of the proceedings of this House, and it is 
the custom of tlle Chair to comply as nearly as he can with the 
precedents. In the opinion of the Chair there are one or two 
cases absolutely parallel with this case where it was held that 
it is in order to purchase land adjacent to an existing public 
.work. It does require it to be stated that there is an emergency 
existing, or that the work to be done ts to be exactly similar to 
the work tba t is already going forward. In view of these prece
dents the Chair is going to hold this amendment in order and 
overrule the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from l\Iichigan [Mr. 
C:&AYTON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIR1\1AN. The Clerk will read. 
l\1r. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if .the Chair please, I sug

gest that we return to the Tenley item. TB.e land, as I un
derstand, is adjacent to the Tenley Schoo}. and this is a re
modeling of the Tenley School. 

The CHAIRMAN. On that statement of the gentleman from 
Michigan the Chair will overrule the point of order. 

!\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I wish to sug
gest to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Clu..MTON] that under 
the language to which he has last referred any land can be 
purchased anywhere in the District. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. REED of West Yirginia. Why is not this entire project 

an educational system for the District of Columbia, under one 
superintendent, all of it, under one board of education, in a 
growing city? As Congress knows, we have been legislating for 
years for that one project-an educational system. And why 
would it be unreasonable to presume that we could do that? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. May I suggest to the gentleman 
. from Michigan that he designate the land to be purchased, so 
that this item will not be subject to a point of order? It does 
not pwpose to purchase this land, but land in the vicinity. If 
that were changed, t.hen clearly it would not be subject to a 
point of order. As it is now it may be. 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. The land In contemplation is immediately 
. adjacent, but if we llmlt it--

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But there is nothing to indi
cate the land that is to be purchased. 

Mr. CR.AMTON. I admit that. I was saying to the gentle
man that if necessary we could make the language more re
strictive, but that puts the commissioners right up against one 
owner of land, to deal with that one alone. This language is 
a little broader. If necessary, we could restrict it, but I think 
it is much better to leave it as it is. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The Chair will be compelled to 
rule on the language, not on any explanation of it. This speaks 
not of adjacent land but of land in the vicinity. I offer this 
suggestion for no other purpose than to facilitate the passage 
of the item. 

l\fr. ABERNETHY. l\1r. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. I would like to know just what is being 

cut out and what is not cut out from these buildings and 
grounds. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The Clerk will indicate the portions that 
have been adopted and the portions eliminated. 

Mr. BLANTON. I object to that, Mr. Chairman; it will take 
up a lot of time. · 

Mr. ABERNETHY.' .Ur. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The OHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is 
recognized. 

l\fr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I have been sitting here watching this proceeding, 
and it strikes me that we, as a deliberative body, have gotten 
ourselves into a very peculiar situation. There has been a 
controversy going on between members of three great commit
tees-the Appropriations Committee, the. Rules Committee, and 
the District of Columbia Committee-during the consideration 
of this bill, and as a result of it the District of Columbia is 
going to suffer in its school facilities. As an American citi
zen and as a Member of Congress, I for one think we should 
give the District of Columbia all that is asked for in this bill 
for facilities for school purposes. That is the way I feel 
about it. I think this body ought to get together and give 
the District of Columbia what it asks for in this bill, and put 
the matter in such shape that it will not be subject to points 

of order. The distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia has spoken several times during the 
consideration of this bill in rather loving(?) ·terms of the gen
tlemen on the Rules Committee, and the net result of this 
conflict between these gentlemen on these great committees is 
that the District of Columbia suffers. This is the first time I 
have had anything to say in this House, but I have seen this con· 
troversy going on here during the consideration of this bill 
between the members of these great committees, and it has not 
met with my approval. It seems to me we ought to be able 
to get together here and get what we want. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Without objection, the pro form.a amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk Will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the erection of an eight-room extensible building on the site to 

be purchased in the vicinity of Georgia. Avenue and Sixteenth Street 
NW., north of Park Road, $130,000. 

l\ir. BLANTON. I make the point of order that this is 
unauthorized on an appropriation bill. _ 

Mr. CRA.MTON. If the gentleman will withhold his point 
for one minute, I only want to say that there "is a great need 
for a school in this section, which has been built up perhaps 
as much as any new section of Washington. If the gentleman 
makes the point of order, I must admit that the paragraph is 
subject t-0 the point of order. 

l\fr. BLANTON. I make the point of order. 
The CH.AIRMAN. It is very clear to the Chair that the 

words " in the vicinity of" make this amendment subject to 
a point of order. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will i·ead. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the erection of an eight-room extensible building, including a 

combination assembly ball and gymnasium, on the site to be purchased 
in the vicinity of, and to relieve the Tenley School, $160,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order that this is 
legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair sustains the point of order, 
The Clerk will read . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For beginning the erection of a 16-room building, including a combina

tion assembly ball and gymnasium, to replace the old John F. Cook 
School, $100,000, and the commissiners are hereby authorized to enter 
into contract or contracts for such building at a cost not to exceed 
$250,000. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. I make a point of order that this is un
authorized on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk i·ead as follows: 
For ·the purchase of additional land in the vicinity of the Slater

Langston (Cook) Schools, $50,000. 
Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 

that this is legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 

follow line 4, on page 53, for the purchase of additional land 
adjacent to the Slater-Langston (Cook) Schools, $50,000. That 
is the same as the existing language, except to make it " acl
jacent to" instead of " in the vicinity of." It Is for the use 
of those schools. 

The CHAIRl\I.AN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
n.mendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. C.RAMTON: Page 53, after line 4, ins ert 

"For the purchase of additional land adjacent to the Slater-Langston 
(Cook) Schools, $50,000." 

The CHAIRi\IAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the purchase of a new site on which to locate a .Junior High 

School between Twentieth Street and Rock Creek and K and 0 Streets 
NW., or vicinity, $50,000. 

l\lr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that this is legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry to see this 
item go out. It is very desirable, but it is a new site. 

The OHAIRl\IAN. The Ohair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In all, $1,200,000, to be disbursed and accounted for as "Buildings 

and grounds, public schools," and for that purpose shall constitute 
one fund: Provided, That none of the money appropriated by this act 
shall be paid or obligated toward the construction ot or addition to 
any building tbe whole and entire construction of which shall not have 
been awarded in one or a single contract, separate and apart from 
any other contract, project, or undertaking, to the lowest bidder com
plying with all the legal requirements as to a deposit of money or 
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the execution of a bond, on both, fo11 the faithful performance- or· the 
contract: P1·ovi ded further.._ That this limitation shall in no wi&e 
apply to con tracts already awarded, nor shall it ~ construed to im
paic' the legal rights or · status of any unsuccessful bidder on a con
tract already awarded: Provided furthe_r,1 That no architect's fee shall 
be paid or obligated fot plans, specincations, or any professional 
services whatever, unless they are such as will enable the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia, or those letting a contract, ta 
secu re a legal bid within the amount authorized by Congress: for the 
building or other project: Provided,. furtlwr, That nothing herein shall 
be construed as repealing existing law giving the commissioners the 
right to i·eject all bids. 

l\1r. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, r wish to invite 
the attention of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. C&AMTON] 
to the language ·which begins with the proviso at the end ot 
line 24 on page 23. I am quite sure that it was the intention 
of the committee to strike out that proviso, including the first 
half of line 3 on page 54. That language was in last year's bill, 
when the contracts had' been let that might have been disturbed 
by the limitation. But now no contracts of that character have 
been let, and that language should go out. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman that the effort 
wa to modify it as the committee had agreed and in accord
ance with the gentleman's suggestion, and the change that -was
indicated to the clerk has- been carried in the bill. If the gen
tleman thinks that proviso should come out, I have no objec
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I am quite sure that the second 
proviso, beginning with line 24, should go out. 

!Ir. CR.A..MTON. I will not oppose an amendment to tllat ef
fect. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I move to strike out tJ:re proviso 
beginning in line 24, page 53, and endink- in line 3 on page 54. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky : On page 53, line 

24, after thP word " cont.ract,-!.' strike out the proviso down to and in
cluding the- word "awardJ!d," om page 54. line 3. 

The CH.AlRMAN. Th& question is on. the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky- [Mr . .TonNsoN]. 

The amendment was agt'eed to. 
The Clerk readt as folfows-: 

.Miln'ROPOMfl'.AN POLICE. 

SALARIES. 

Major and superintendent, $41,500; 2 assistant superintendents, at 
$31000 each ; 3· inspectors, at $2,400 each; 13 captains, at $2,400 each ; 
chief clerk, who shall also. be prop11rty <tlerk, $2,4-00; clerk_ (who shaU. 
be a stenographer), $!,800; 2 · clerks (who shall be stenographers), at 
$1,500 each; clerk-1 (who shall be assistant propet'1:Y clerk), $1,200, 
1 $1,200, 3 at $1,000 eaeh, 1 $700!; 4- su..rgeons of the· poU~e and fire 
departments, at $1,600. each, additional compensation for 3a privates 
detailed for -special service in the detection and prevention of crime, 
$16,800; additional compensation for. lA prlvate8' detailed· for· special! 
service in the various precincts for the prevention and detection· o~ 
crime, at the i:ate of $120 pe.r annum, $1.680; additional compensation 
for 1 inspector or captain and 1 lieutenant detailed for special service 
in the detection and prevention of crime, at $400 each; 21. lieut:Jenants, 
one of whom shall be-harbor ~r. at $2,000 each i 56 sergeants, one 
of whom may be detailed for duty in the harbor patroL at $1,800 each; 
privates-582 of class 3 at $1,660. each, 222 of class 2 at $1,560 each, 
30 of class 1 at $1,460 each; amount required to pay salaries of pri
vates of class 2 who will oo promoted to class 3 and privates of class 1 
who will be promoted to class 2 dnring the fiscal year 1924, $7,960; 
9 telephone clerks, at $1>00 each ; 19 janitors, at $60()- each; laborer, 
$720 ; messenger, $600 ; motor vehicle allowance for 2 inspectors at $480 
ea.ch ; 20 captains, lieutenants, sergeants, and1 privates, mounted on 
horses, at $540 each ; 32 lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted 
ow bicycles, at $70 each; driver-privates-35 of class 2, at $1.560 each, 
3 of class 1, at $1,460 eaeh; 6 police- matrons, at $720 each; in an. 
$1,693,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, ln line 12, page 57, after the figures, strike out the periocl 
and insert a colon, and the f-Ollowing: 

Provf.ded, That all members of the police force shall be granted one 
day off each week in lieu. of Sunday and be furnished with their uni
forms and all required equipment. 

The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
·amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 57, line 12, after the 

figures, strike out the period and insert a colon and the following: 
"Prov-ided, Tha.t all members of the police force shall be granted one 
day off each week in lieu of Sunday, and be furnished with their 
unlforms and all required equipment." 

Mr. CRAMTON. l\Ir. Chairman, L make a point of order 
against the amendment. 

.l\lr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman reserve his point of 
order for a moment? 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. I make the point of order that the amend
ment is very clearly legislati<>n within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, of whieh the gentleman 
himself is a member. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman 'reserve his point of 
order for a moment? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will reserve it for a moment. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if it is right to put other 

matters of legislation in this bill, there can be none more urgent 
or needed than that covered in this amendment. We furnish 
every single employee of this Government one day off each 
week in lieu of Sunday except the police and firemen .. We 
furnish every single employee of this Government every neces
sary equipment. 

l\lr. Sl\TYDER. Mr. Chairman, I do n-0t think the gentleman 
is speaking to the- point of order. -

1\fr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am speaking to the merits 
of my amendment. The gentleman from l\Iichigfill reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
without any reservation. 

l\Ir. BL~'TON. I assure the gentleman from New York that 
be is not a friend of the police or the firemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is clear that this is legislation in viola
tion of the rule, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk 
reads I want to ask the chairman a question about the language 
beginning after the word " each,'' on line 6, pag-e 57, of the bill : 

Twenty captainsh lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted on 
ho1'ses, at $540. eac . 

What does that mean? 
l\fr. CRAl\ITON. That is the allowance to them for the 

maintenance of horses. 
l\fr. REED of West Virginia. Ought it not to be stated in 

different language? 
Mr. CRAl\1TON. , We are continuing the language used here

tofore, which has seemed to be effective. 
Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman mean by that that these 

men are allowed $540 each for sustaining and keeping the 
horse one year? 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. That is their extra compensation for that 
purpose. The law provides : 

Members of the police force who may be mounted on horses fur
n1shed and maintained by themselves shall each receive an extra 
compensation of $540 per annum. 

l\1r. SNELL. That includes furnishing the horse and the 
keep of it? 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. REED of West Virginia. Ought not the language to 

state that this is an extra allowance? It is very indefinite; it 
occurs to me. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think there is merit in the gentleman's 
suggestion, but they are getting the money all right. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For miscellaneous and contingent expenses, including rewards for 

fugitives, purchase of modern revolvers and other firearms, mainte
nance ot card system, stationery, city directories. books of reference, 
periodicals, telegraphing, telephoning, photographs, printing; binding, 
gas, ice, washing, meals for prisoners, not to exceed $200 for car 
tickets, furniture and repairs thereto. beds and bed clothing; insignia 
of office, motor cycles, police equipments and repairs to same, repairs 
to vehicles, van, patrol wagons, and saddles, mounted equipments, 
and expenses incurred in prevention and detection. of crime, and 
other necessa1·y expense, ~60,000 ; of which amount a sum not ex
ceeding $500 may be expended by the major and superintendent of 
police for prevention and detection of cdme, under his certificate. 
app1:o:ved by the commissioners, and every such certificate shall be 
deemed a sufficient voucher for the sum the1·ein expressed to have 
been expended: Provided, That the War Department may, in its dis
cretion, furnish the commissioners, for use of the police, upon requisi
tion, such worn mounted equipment as may be required. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ofl'.er- an amendment which, 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. BLANTON : Page 58, line 231 after the word 

" required " strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the fol
lowing: "Pro1l ided. That all members of the pollce force shall be 
grauted OIU! day off each week in lieu of Sunday, and be furnished 
with their uniforms and all required equipment." 

Mr. CRAMTON. 1\fr. Chairman, I make the point of order
thaf it is legislation not in order on an appropriation bill. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, r ask to be heard for a 
moment on this point of order. The Chair will note that the 
last proviso, beginning on line 20 and ending on line 23, is 
legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. Tbe amend
ment that I offer is an amendment to that proviso. In other
words, while my amendment contains legislation, it is an 
amendment to a proviso containing legislation, placed in the -
bill by the committee, and I cite as a precedent the ruling 
wbich the Chair made about an hour ago in discussing the 
Begg propo ition, wherein he said that where there appears 
in the bill language which is legislation unauthorized, an 
amendment to that legi.slatiorr is not out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will correct the gentleman. 
Tbe Chair said any germane amendment. 



1384 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. , JANUARY 6, 

l\1r. BLANTON. I maintain that this is germane to this 
paragraph. This paragraph has to do with the equipment of 
the police. This has to do with the equipment for the use of 
the police. 

Mr. SNYDER. But it has to do with something else besides 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman permit the Chair to 
ask him how one day off each week in the police department 
has anything to do with the police equipment? 

1\lr. BLANTON. That is something that they ought to have 
without legislation. It ought to be given to them without au
thority of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not disputing the justness 
of that provision. He agrees with it, but he asks the ques
tion in order to new the matter from a parliamentary stand
point. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I submit the matter to the Chair. 
Mr. CRAMTON. There is a further consideration, but if 

the Chair is prepared to rule-
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. This 

amendment, in the opinion of the Chair, is not german~. and 
on that point the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment, 
with the one day in lieu of Sunday left out, and .in that form 
I think it is germane to the paragraph in the bill. 

The CHAIR~fAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 58, line 23, after the 

word "required,'' strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the 
following: "Pro v ided, That all members of the police force shall be 
furnished with their unifot·ms and all required equipment." 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
to the amendment; and, in connection with that, I make it upon 
two grounds. First, the section in the bill to which it is 
offered does not contain matter subject to a point of order. I 
dispute the argument of the gentleman from Texas that the 
proviso in the section would have been subject to a point of 
orcler. It is a retrenchment, which results in a saving to tile 
Government, to issue to the police for their use such worn-out 
mounted equipment as may be required instead of appropriating 
money to buy new equipment. That is apparent upon the face 
of tbe paragraph. If the ection in tile bill has in it nothing 
subject to the point of order, the gentleman's amendment is 
new legislation ancl would not be in order upon the paragraph. 

Furthermore, if the Chair should chance to disagi:ee with 
me on that, the new language which the gentleman offers-to 
issue clothing to the policemen, purchased at the cost of the 
Federal Government-is not germane to a proposal to buy 
revolvers, or a card system, or stationery, or books of reference, 
and so forth, or anything else in the paragraph. It amounts 
to an increase of salary above the statutory allowance and is 
not germane to the paragraph in the bill. 

l\Ir. SNELL. l\fr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a 
moment on the point of order. While it is permissible under 
our rules to amend a general provision of law by a specific 
amendment providing for a special p-qrpose, it is not permissibl~ 
to amend one specific provision of law by another specific pro
vision of law. And that is exactly what the gentleman from 
Texas is trying to do here now, and it is clearly not in order 
at this time. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chair feels that when the amend
ment was originally offered there was no question of its being 
subject to the point of order because of the wording which the 
Chair pointed out to the gentleman from Texas, a provision, by 
the way, with which the Chair ympathizes. Now the amend
ment is nearer the line, but the Chair still feels thnt it is open 
to objection; first, becau ·e it is repugnant to the rule to en
deavor to amend one specific subject by another specific subject; 
second, because, as the subject matter sought to be amended 
deals with equipment supplied by the War Department and the 
amendment provides for equipment to be furnished free of ex
pense, the amendment Jack. the necessary relationship to make 
it germane. 

A similar proposition was presented when it was sought to 
amend the war risk insurance act by a free-policy amendment. 
If the Chair recalls correctly the incident , Chairman TILSON 
ruled the amendment out of order. The Chair in this instance 
sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For one aerial book and ladder truck, motor driven, $15,500. 
Mr. BRIGGS. l\1r. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I would like to ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
what is being done toward equipping the fire apparatus with 
acetylene torches or something of that l:ind, so they can operate 

at fires in connection with such disasters as occurred at the 
Knickerbocker Theater, when tj1ey could not cut through the 
walls and release the people who were suffering and dying 
there? 

l\fr. CRA..MTON. I can not say to the gentleman what they 
have done. I presume they have since that time been properly 
equipped in that respect through the War Department or other
wise. There was certainly no mention of it before our com
mittee. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I understood some time since that there was 
a statement that the fire department was to be so equipped 
and I have not heard anything further about it and I was 
wondering if there bad been any steps taken to meet an emer
gency and a situation which, in my opinion, ought to be met. 

Mr. CRA..MTON. l\fy information is that they got their equip
ment through the surplus property in the War Department; 
in any event there was no request made and I assume if it was 
needed they would have come to our committee. 
- l\Ir. BRIGGS. If the gentleman will permit another ques

tion, and that is in regard to the number of these building in
spectors. Has a sufficient number been allowed in this bill 
upon the request of the commissioners to meet the demand for 
proper inspection o! buildings under erection in this city? 

l\lr. CRAMTON. We granted all the Budget recommended, 
and it is my understanding that the Budget granted all that 
were estinrnted for by the commissioners. The gentleman will 
remember in the deficiency act of last spring it gave them an 
increased amount of $20,000 and we are continuing that force. 

Ur. BR..IGGS. That is all I wanted to know. I thank the 
gentleman. -

The Clerk rea<l as follows: 
HEALTH DEPAR'IMF.~T. 

SALARIES. 

Tiealtb officer, $4,000; assistant health officer, $2,500; chief clerk 
and deputy health officer, $2.500: chief, bureau of vital statistics, 
$1.800; clerks-1 $1,600, 5 at $1,200 each, 4 at $1,000 each, 2 at $900 
each, 1 $720; sanitary inspectors-chief $1,800, assistant chief $1,400, 
12 at $1.200 each, 2 at $1,000 each, 3 at $900 each; food inspeetors
chief $1,800, nssistant chief $1,400, 6 at $1,400 each, 5 at $1,200 each, 
6 at $1,000 each, 5 at $900 each; chemist, $2,000; assistant chemist, 
$1.500; chief of bureau of preventable diseases and director of bac
teriological laboratory, $2,750; serologist, $2,500; 2 assistant bacteri
ologists at $1.200 each; labo.ratory assistant, $840; skilled laborers-
1 $720. 1 $600 ; 2 messengers, at $600 each ; 2 cbautieurs, at $720 
each; poundmaster, $1,400; watchman, $600; laborers, at not exceed
ing $65 per month each, $3,120 ; in all, $96,390. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. 1\lr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or<ler. 
I want to ask the. chairman the reason for increasing the salary 
of the health officer? 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is no increase above the current year. 
Mr. BLANTON. But there is an increase above the author

ized statutory salary, which is the only salary authorized by 
law. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have not examined that, but I will say 
we continued it. 

l\fr. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman examine these statu-
tory salaries when fix ing a new bill? 

Mr. CR~fTON. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. He takes whatever they ask? 
Mr. CUAMTON. I have generally done that, being careful 

not to increase the salary above the current law. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. But the gentleman has increased this salary 

$500 more than the statutory salary. That is legislation, and 
I could make a point of order against it, but, of course, I will 
not do it; but the gentleman gave as his reasons for not grnnt
ing justice to the police and firemen-who are absolutely unpro
tected and who have had all of their powers of offense fakeu 
away when they took away the power of strikes-he sai<1 he 
would not give them relief becau. e it was legislation; but when 
it comes to the health officer the salary is increasert $000 be
yond the statutory salary. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Our committee continued the salary as 
heretofore. As to the police, in that case we did not check 
back to see just what was authorized by Jaw, but we continued 
the same amount they are getting at the present time. It may 
he that to some of the police we have given more than author
ized, but I think not. 

Mr. BLANTON; I do not think it is far out of line, and I 
will not make the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For establishing and maintaining a child hygiene service, including 

the e tablishment and maintenance of child-welfare stations for the 
clinical examina tion, advice, care, and maintenance of children under 
6 years of age, payment for personal services, rent{ fuel, periodicals

1 and supplies, 15,000: Provided, Tha t the commlss oners may a ccept 
such volunteer services as they may deem exp"dient in connection- with 
the establishment and maintenance of tbe service herein authorlzc>d: 
Provided furth er, That -this shall not be <'Onstrued to autb-0rize the 
expenditure or the payment of any money on account of any such 
volunteer service. 
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1\Ir. JOH1 TSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chail'man, I move to strike 

out the last word. I wish to ask the gentleman from Mdchigan 
if Ile does not think that, on account of the importance of the 
items which we are reaching, we had better have a quorum 
present? 

l\Ir. CRA.MTON. Mr. Chairman, I bad in mind-a:s we are 
getting along so rapidly-that we would run until 5 o'clock, 
and, if agreeable, stop at 5 o'clock. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
JUVIJDIILJll COUBT, 

Salaries : Judge, $3,600; clerk, $2,000; depui:y clerk, who is au
thoi:ized to act as clerk in the absence of that officer, $1,481>; financial 
clerk. who is authorized to act as deputy clerk, $1,200; stenographer 
and typewriter, who - is authorized to act as a deputy clerk, $1,080; 
stenographel' and typewriter for judge's work, and to aid in keeping 
records in clerk's office. $1,0&0: probation officer -<!hief, $2,000, as
si tant chief (wbo shall also be investigating officer for children's 
cases) 1,500, two at $11200 each, one for adult eases, $1,200, five 
at $1,000 each : investigating officer fo-r juvenile work, $1,400; investi
gating ofilcer for adult eases, $1,200; record and information clerk for 
probation office, $1,200; clerk for probation office, $900; two bailiffs, 
at $900 each; telephone operator, $600; messenger, $600; janitor, 
$GOO; C'harwoman, $240; in all, $31,080. 

l\1r. BLA.....~TON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 
How much has the salary of the juvenile judge been raised over 
the statutory salary? 

l\1r. CRAM:TON. So far a-s I know, none. We are continuing 
the salary eontained in the 1923 bill, and, as far as I know, th-at 
is the statutory salary. 

l\1r. BLANTON. I am not speaking of what w.as carried in 
the last appropriation bill. Is not the salary $3,000? 

l\lr. CRMITON. I have no information as to that. I can 
anly state what salary tlle lady is getting at the present time, 
aml we have continued the same salary she is getting now. 

Mr. BLAKTON. M:i:. Chairman, a quite amusing incident 
happened jn connection with this particular juvenile court. An 
attorney was appoint-ed by tlle court to defend a certain case, 
ancl after the case was decided he was asked about the facts of 
the case on the outside; and he gave his opinion-just merely 
recited wltat bad· transpired in the couJlt-and in the next few 
days he was ~ited to appear before the court and show cause 
why he should not be belcl in contempt for refiecti~ upon the 
action of the court, after the case had been finally disposed of 
and wh~ he- w-as merely aetiug under the appointment of the 
court. If the- judge of the juvenile eourt is exercising such 
jurisdiction, threatening attorneys and threatening to take 
away their licenses. maybe- ber salary ought to be raised above 
the statutory allowance. [Laughter.} 

Mr. s_._rELL. That will do; that is all right. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIR1t'lAN. The pl'o fornia amen<lment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For C<>mpensatlon of jurors, $10,0.00: Prot:idea, That none of the 

money appropriated by this a.ct for the payment of jurors' fees in any 
of the courts shall be ~n:ailable or used for that purpose unless the 
actual cost of the trial jury in each case first be ascertained and fixed 
by the court and taxed as part of the costs and judgment rendered 
therefor against the defend11.nt in a. criminal case against whom a 
verdict of guilty bas been rendered; nor shall any such money be 
available or used for that purpose until execution bas been issued and 
a return of nulla bona thereon has bee-n made by the proper officer. 
Neither shall any of the' money appropriated by this act for the pay
ment of jurors' fees be disbursed or used: to pay any juror's fees what
soever unless the actual cost of the trial jury be ascertained and fued 
by the court and taxed· as costs and judgment rendered therefor against 
the defendant where either the United States or the Distriet of Colum
bia is plaintiff, and the defendant is unsuccessful in the suit. How
ever, no person shall l>e impriSoned because of the nonpayment of the 
aforementioned costs. 

l\Ir. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
all of that paragraph, beginning on line 14, with the word 
" Provided," down to the end of the paragraph on page 71, 
line 8, on the ground that it is new legislation. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I think it is 
unnecE>ssary to argue the point of orde-r, for the reason the.t it 
is strictly and unqualifiedly a limitation upon the expenditure 
which, under the rule, is unquestionably permissible. It is so 
plainly a limitation that I feel it is unnecessary to argue it 
before the Chair. 

l\Ir. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the Chair 
to page 458 of the hearings on the District of Columbia appro
priation bill, in which Mr. Justice McCoy states as follows: 

Now, in conclusion, might it not be better to have the whole sub
ject investigated and to have some legislation on it from the Distric-t 
Committee? 

That is referring to this provision. He goes on then to say : 
I wou1d have been pe-rfectly willing, Mr. Ev-ANS, to go before the 

District Committee on. some- such proposition as that. As I say, I do 
not know wlln-t the po-Hey -0f Congress will be. or what policy Congress 
wants to adopt as to making the costs heavy or light. If they want 
to throw: the costs up-on the litigant in the dvil ease then. we can 
make some i=mggestion about costs in there. As I say, l _know nothing 
about it in C'riminal C'ases, but the policy of the code is that th~ United 
States shall not be at any expense in criminal cases. • 

Now, I also invite the attention of the Chair to page 457, 
in which l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky irn1kes a statement to show 
that this is entirely new legislation. He say : 

Here is the situation : The bootleggers and whisky runners are de
manding jury trials with the hope they C'nn get a fellow bootlegger or a 
fellow whisky runner on the jury and hang it, and they are clogging the 
courts by their demands for juries. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. What has that got to do with the rules and 

regulations of the Honse-a statement showing what this man 
says before the committee? 

Mr. HILL. It shows what the situa.tion is. This is an at
tempt at legislation. 

l\1r. SNELL. This is a pure limitation on an appropriation 
bill which is always admitted. 

Mr. HILL. Even if this is a limitation on an appropriation 
bill, this is not a limitation on the expenditure, but on the 
action ot the person. I submit that it is not in order. 

The CHAIR-1\-1.AN. Has the chairman of the committee any 
recollection of whether or not this item has been carried in 

"previous bills in this form? 
Mr. CRAMTON. It was carried in the current year, but in 

a different form. This is carried as a limitation, and in the 
bill for the current year there was a similar limitation. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Ten thousand dollars is car
ried for the payment of jury fee.. The limitation is that none 
af that money shall be- paid unless the jury fees shall be as
sessed as costs. It is clearly a limitation. 

Mr. BLANTO~. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTO~. I do not know how it is in Kentucky, but 

in the State of Texas, both in civil and criminal cases, a nomi
nal jury fee of $5 is asses ed against the losing party. Say_ 12 
men are drawing jury fees, and on a case of two or thr-ee weeks 
their expense is never assessed, eithe-r in civil or criminal cases. 
Is not that the same rule that applies in Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mueh the same ·rule. But, Mr. 
Chairman, a new condition has arisen here. Th~ courts, par
ticularly the po.lice court. ar.e being clogged by men wh:O-are not 
willing to be tried by the judg-e, but who demand a jury. I am 
informed that most of tho e demands for jury trials come from 
alleged bootleggers, who find their way so suecessfully and so 
easily from adjacent cities to the District of Columbia, and they 
demand a jury with the hope of getting somebody engaged in 
. the same business on the jury with a view of hanging the jury. 

But that is no reason why the point of order should either be 
sustained or not sustained. If this i not a limitation on the 
expenditure, then I do not believe it po sible for one to be 
written. 

Mr. IDLL. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman's own re-
marks show that this is an attempt at legislation. • 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I admit that it is an attempt 
and that it is legislation by limitation, for the· purpose of red11c
ing the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. HILL. I invite the Chairman's attention to the words of 
the concluding part of the pa.ra,graph on page 71: 

However, no person shall be imprisoned because of the rumpaymeut ot 
the aforementioned costs. 

That certainly is no limitation. It has nothing to do with the 
application of the money. It is a change of the substantive law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is not a change ,of tbe sub
stantive law, if the gentleman will pardon me, because it is 
already a law. 

l\1r. HILL. The sixth amendment to the Constitution guaran
tees even to bootleggers a fair and impartial trial by jury, and 
this is to limit the right of trial by jury. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbis is an important question. The Chair 
will ask the chairman of the committee if he will allow this 
to go over until Monday, so as to permit him to finish the 
reading of the bill to-night? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose ; and l\'Ir. Trr.sol'i as Speaker 

pro tempore having assumed the chair, l\Ir_ HrcKs, chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee, having under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 13660) making appropriations for the government 
of the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
whole er in part against the revenues of sucli District fur the 
fiscal year ending June 30; 1924. -and for ether pun)(). e had 
come to no i·esolution thereon. / 
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GE "ATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolu
tion of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated 
below: 

S. 4-030. An act for tile relief of Capt. Murray A. Cobb ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

S. J. Res. 259. Joint resolution authorizing the President to 
abrogate the international agreement embodied in certain Ex
ecutive orders relating to the Panama Canal; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES. 

Mr. 1\IADDEN, from tj1e Committee on Appr?priations, ~·e
ported the bill (H. R. rd696, Rept. 1349) makmg appropria
tions for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes, wh~ch was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 

- report, ordered to be printed. 
l\1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. l\1r. Speaker, I reserve all 

points of order on the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 

reserves all points of order on the bill. 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR WED~ESDAY. 

1\Ir. l\!ADDEN. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
clispen e with Calendar Wednesday next week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the business of Calendar Wednes
day next week be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. CRA1\1TON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Interior Department appropriation bill (H. R. 13559) may 
be taken from the Speaker's table, t11e amendments of the Sen
ate disagreed to and a conference asked for, and that the Chair 
appoint the conferees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tbe gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the 
Interior Department appropriation bill, disagree to tbe amend
ments of the Senate, and ask for a conference. Is there 
objection? . . . 

l\Ir. CRAl\ITON. Mr. Speaker, I will say that this request is 
maue after conference with the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
CARTER). 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And it is satisfactory to him? 
Mr. CRAl\JTON. It is satisfactory to him. 
Mr. 13LANTON. I objected this morning when this request 

was made, but I bave had a conference with the gentleman from 
l\fi<!higan, and I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 13559) making ap

propriations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
will appoint the conferees. 

There was no objection, and the Speaker pro tempore ap
pointed as conferees on the part of the House l\lr. CRA.MTON, 
1Ur. FRE "CH, and Mr. CARTER. 

ADJOURNME T. 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House, under the order 

heretofore made, adjourned until Sunday, January 7, 1923, at 
12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COl\11\IUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

897. A letter from the president of the Chesapeake & Poto
mac Telephone Co., transmitting the annual report of the Chesa
perurn & Potomac Telephone Co. for the year 1922 ; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

898. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans
mitting a list of useless executive papers which have no pe~·ma
nent value and which should be disposed of; to the Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. WINSLOW: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com

merce. H. R. 13135. A bill to grant the consent of Congress for 
the special commission constituted by an act of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts to construct a bridge across the Merrimack 
River; with amendments (Rept. No. 1339). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

l\lr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 13493. A bill to authorize the State road 
department of the State of Florida to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Escambia River near Ferry Pass, 
Fla.; with an amendment (Rept. No. 134-0). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

l\fr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. S. 4172. An act to authorize the building of a 
bridge across the Great Pee Dee River in South Carolina; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1341). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

l\fr. HOCH: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
S. 4122. An act granting the consent ·of Congress to the Inter
state Toll Bridge· Co. for constructi on of a bri<lge across Red 
River between Montague County, Tex., and Jefferson County, 
Okla.; without amendment (Rept. No. 1342). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 94-05. 
A bill authorizing the collection of a reasonable fee from 
Indian lessors from moneys collected by the Indian Service 
as royalties and rentals from mining leases; with an amend
ment ( Rept_ No. 1343). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\lr. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 9406. A 
bill to provide for the disposal of homestead allotments of 
deceased allottees within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Mont.; without amendment (Rept. No. 1344). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. ·H. R. 9018. A 
bill to fix the time when patents in fee for Indian allotments 
shall become effective; without amendment (Rept. No. 1345). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 
the Union. 

l\1r. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 249. An 
act for the relief of certain tribes and nations of Indians in 
the State of Montana; with amendment (Rept. No. 1346). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. . 

1\.ir. WOOD of Indiana: Committee on Appropriations. H. R. 
l 3696. A bill making appropriations for the Executive Oftice 
and for sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com
missions and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
and for 'other purposes ; without amendment ( Rept. No. 1349). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. . • 

l\lr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 13511. A bill granting the con. ent 
of Congress to the city of St. Paul, Minn., to construct a bridge 
across tlle Mississippi River; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1350). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. H. R. 1758. A bill 

for the relief of the owners of the steamship Mohican; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1333). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 1759. A bill 
for the relief of the owners of the steam Ughter Comport; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1334). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. ED.MO:NDS : Committee on Claims. H. R. 12315. A bill 
for the relief of the owners of the schooner T. K. Bentley; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1335). Referred to the Com
mittee of tlle "Whole House. 

l\Ir. IRELAND: Committee on Claims. H. R. 12159. A bill 
for the relief of D. H. MacAdam; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1336). Referred to the Committee "of the Whole House. 

l\Ir. UNDERHILL; Committee on Claims. H. R. 13205. A 
bill for the relief of the American Trust Co. ; with an amend
ment (Rept. No. 1337). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 
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l\fr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. · H. R. 13250. A 

bill for the relief of Helene M. Layton; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1338). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. • 

l\Ir. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13208. 
A bill for the relief of Charles F. Peirce; without amendment 
(Uept. No. 1347). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse. 

Mr. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 11353. 
A hill to provide for reopening the accounts of Harry Caden 
aL.d charging of certain expenses therein to different appropria
tion from the one used in payment ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1348). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

\Vere introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By i\fr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 13692) declaring the pur

cha er of intoxicating liquor equally guilty with the person who 
unlawfully sells or offers for sale intoxicati.ng liquor; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. APPLEBY: A bill (H. R. 13693) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Perth Amboy, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Public Building and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 13604) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to require operators 
of moto1· \ehicles in the District of Columbia to secure a permit, 
anu for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By l\Ir. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 13695) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Mount Yernon, Wash.; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: .A bil1 (H. R. 13696) malting 
appropriations for the Executive Office and for sundry inde
pendent executiYe bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for 
the fiscal year ending .June 30, 1924, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRHT ATE BILLS A...'JD RESOLUTIONS. 
Uncler clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13697) grant

ini; a pension to l\lartha Eberlein; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 13698) granting a pension to Cordelia S. 
Milliken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13699) granting a pension to Anna 
·witllers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 13700) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha A. Demaris; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13701) granting a pension to Lewvina 
Hoffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13702) granting an increase of pension to 
l\Inrtha A. Pitzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 13703) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Reed ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13704) granting a pension to Ida Stout; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. KRAUS: A bill (H. R. 13705) granting a pension to 
Nellie Quimby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By 1\11'. l\IOTT: A bill (H. R. 13706) granting an increase of 

pensiou to John Noel Cox; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\lr. Til\lBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 13707) granting a 

pension to Victoria M. Ray; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By lr. THOl\lAS: A bill (H. R. 13708) granting an increase 
of pension to Jame Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 13709) granting a pen
sion to Charlotte Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13710) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah .J. l\IcCulloh; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 13711) for the relief of l\Iaj. 
Frayne Baker; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
6768. By Mr. DARROW: Petition of the Philadelphia Board 

of Trade, concerning proposeu banking legislation ; to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

6769. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of International Peace Jubi
lee and Waterways Exposition, Detroit, Mieb., asking for 

proper congressional · recognition and Government support to 
enable them to hold an international peace jubilee and water
ways exposition during 1925; to .the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions. 

6770. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 42 resi
dents of Dale, N. Y., and vicinity, to repeal the tax on ammuni
tion and firearms contained in paragraph 7, section 900, internal 
revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

6771. Also, petition of 49 residents of Cowlesville, Strykers
vllle, Johnsonburg, N. Y., and vicinity, favoring an appropria
tion to extend relief to the famine-stricken people of the Ger
man and Austrian Republics; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SuNDAY, January 7, 19~3. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order 
by Mr. WILLIAM A. RODENBEBG, a Representative from the 
State of Illinois, who caused to be read by the clerk the follow
ing communication : 

THE SPEAKER'S ROOMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESEXTATIYES, 

Washington, D. C., January 7, 19~3. 

I hereby desi~ate Hon. WILLIAM A. RODE~BERG to act as Speaker 
pro tempore to-aay. 

F. H. GILLETT. 

ReY. Page l\filburn, of Washington, D. C., offered the follow
ing prayer: 

0 God, our help in ages in past, our hope for years to come, 
we worship Thee, we dedicate unto Thee our life, our love, our 
service, our faith, om· hope. We thank Thee that in this day 
of Christian civilization we know somewhat of representative 
citizenship, of men dedicating their lives unto the service of 
mankind and of tbe world. And as we remember this day the 
life, character, and senic~ of one who has passed away, may 
our hearts be inspired to do more and more valiant - service 
for our fellow men. for our Nation. and for the world. In 
Thee we li\e and move and have our being. We are depenc.1ent 
upon Thee. We Ioolc to Thee in hope this day, and ask that 
Thou wilt forgive us our sins and use us to Thy glory. Through 
Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the reading 
of the Journal will be deferred. 

There was no o~jection. 

THE LA'fE JONAH KUHIO KALA.NIAN AOLE, OF HAW A.II. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk will report the spe-
cial order for the day. 

The clerk read as follows : 
On motion of Mr. BALDWIN, by unanimous consent-
Orde•red, That Sunday, January 7, 1923, at 12 o'clock noon, be set 

apart for addresses on the Jlfe, character, and public services of Hon .. 
J. KUHIO KALANIANAOLE, late a Delegate from the Territory Of Hawaii. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from ·Hawaii 
offers a resolution which the clerk will report. 

The clerk read as follows : 
IJouse Resolution 478 . 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that 
opportunity may be given for tributPs to the. memory of Hon. JONAH 
KUHIO KA.LA:NIANAOLE, late a Delegate to Congress from the Territory 
of Hawaii. 

Resoli:ed, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased. nnd in recognition of bis distinguished public career-, 
the House, at the conclusion of these exercises, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved., That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate. 

Resol'l:ed, That the Clerk send a copy of these· resolutions to the 
family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the ~esolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, there are several Members 

who wished to pay tribute to the late Mr. KALA.NIANA.OLE to
day who are unavoidably absent, and. I ask unanimous consent 
that they may extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman include all 
Members who desire to extend tbefr remarks? 

Ur. BALD WI~. Certainly; all Members. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re

quest of the gentleman from Hawaii? 
There was no objection. 
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